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1999

Week Ending Friday, November 17, 1995

Letter to Congressional Leaders
Transmitting a Report on Cyprus

November 9, 1995

Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. Chairman:)
In accordance with Public Law 95–384 (22

U.S.C. 2373(c)), I submit to you this report
on progress toward a negotiated settlement
of the Cyprus question. The previous report
covered progress through July 31, 1995. The
current report covers the period August 1,
1995, through September 30, 1995.

I can assure you of my continuing interest
in helping find a solution to this long-stand-
ing issue, but I also believe that peace can
result only through the will and determina-
tion of the parties themselves. I remain con-
cerned about the current lack of progress.
My Administration is working to ensure that
preparations for Special Emissary Beattie’s
renewed effort later this year will be success-
ful.

We continue to believe strongly that the
European Union (EU) accession process for
Cyprus can have a positive impact on efforts
to achieve a negotiated settlement. In that
context, there are substantive questions aris-
ing from prospective EU membership. Ac-
cordingly, the EU must maintain frequent
contacts with both Cypriot communities to
address these key questions. This subject is
a constant theme in our discussions with EU
representatives.

Sincerely,

William J. Clinton

NOTE: Identical letters were sent to Newt Ging-
rich, Speaker of the House of Representatives,
and Jesse Helms, chairman, Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations. This letter was released by the
Office of the Press Secretary on November 10.
This item was not received in time for publication
in the appropriate issue.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the Report of the
Commodity Credit Corporation
November 9, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
In accordance with the provisions of sec-

tion 13, Public Law 806, 80th Congress (15
U.S.C. 714k), I transmit herewith the report
of the Commodity Credit Corporation for fis-
cal year 1993.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 9, 1995.

NOTE: This letter was released by the Office of
the Press Secretary on November 10. This item
was not received in time for publication in the
appropriate issue.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting the Report of the
National Corporation for Housing
Partnerships
November 9, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
I transmit herewith the annual report of

the National Corporation for Housing Part-
nerships and the National Housing Partner-
ship for fiscal years 1993 and 1994, as re-
quired by section 3938(a)(1) of title 42 of the
United States Code.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 9, 1995.

NOTE: This letter was released by the Office of
the Press Secretary on November 10. This item
was not received in time for publication in the
appropriate issue.
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Remarks on the Budget Debate
November 10, 1995

Good afternoon. The budget debate we
are now engaged in is a serious and critical
moment for this country. The debate is about
whether we will balance this budget in a way
that is consistent with our fundamental val-
ues: our responsibility to our parents and to
our children; our determination to provide
opportunity for all Americans to make the
most of their own lives through good jobs
and education and technology; our obligation
to protect the environment and to maintain
America’s ability to be the world’s strongest
force for peace and freedom, for democracy
and prosperity.

In a larger sense, I believe this budget de-
bate is about two very different futures for
America: about whether we will continue to
go forward under our motto, E Pluribus
Unum, out of many, one; whether we will
continue to unite and grow; or whether we
will become a more divided, winner-take-all
society.

I recognize that the Republican Congress
has a very different view. The American peo-
ple deserve a serious debate over these two
approaches to balancing the budget. But we
cannot have that serious debate under the
threat of a Government default or shutdown.
And we cannot cut Medicare, education, and
the environment as a condition of keeping
the Government open.

The bills Congress voted on last night are
not ordinary measures designed simply to
keep the Government open while we con-
tinue the debate over how to balance the
budget. Instead, last night Republicans in
Congress voted to raise Medicare premiums;
they voted to cut education and to cut it
deeply; and they voted to overturn three dec-
ades of bipartisan environmental safeguards.

Beyond that, these measures would make
a Government default almost inevitable, for
the first time in our history, because they
take away from the Secretary of the Treasury
the tools now available to avoid default under
extraordinary circumstances. This is deeply
irresponsible. It has never happened before,
and it should not happen now.

Republicans in Congress have a respon-
sibility to keep the Government running

without cutting Medicare and increasing pre-
miums, without cutting education and under-
cutting the environment. I want to work with
Congress to resolve these differences and to
keep the Government running in the interest
of the American people. After all, we have
shown we can work together on this. Just last
September we agreed on an appropriate
measure to keep the Government running
while we finish the job of balancing the budg-
et. We should simply do now what was done
in September so that the Government and
the budget debate can go on. And I believe
Congress should stay in this weekend and fin-
ish this work.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:05 p.m. in the
Briefing Room at the White House. This item was
not received in time for publication in the appro-
priate issue.

The President’s Radio Address
November 11, 1995

Good morning. At midnight this Monday
night, unless Congress passes legislation to
keep the Government running, the Federal
Government will be required by law to begin
shutting down. For months, the congres-
sional Republicans have made a consistent
threat: If I don’t sign legislation cutting
Medicare, education and the environment,
they’ll plunge the Government into default
and force it to close its doors.

I don’t want to shut down basic Govern-
ment services for the American people, but
I can’t allow that to be used to force us to
accept extreme budget measures that would
violate our basic values as a nation and un-
dermine the long-term welfare of the Amer-
ican people.

A very great deal is at stake in this debate.
This budget debate is not about whether we
will balance the budget. Both parties support
that. It’s about whether we will balance our
budget in a way that is consistent with our
fundamental values: our responsibility to our
parents and to our children; our determina-
tion to provide opportunity for all Americans
to make the most of their own lives through
good jobs and education and technology; our
obligation to protect the environment and to
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keep America the world’s strongest force for
peace and freedom, democracy, and prosper-
ity.

This budget debate is about two very dif-
ferent futures for America: about whether
we’ll continue to go forward under our
motto, E Pluribus Unum, out of many, one;
whether we will continue to unite and grow
together; or whether we will become a more
divided winner-take-all society.

Today as I speak with you, the congres-
sional Republicans are on the verge of carry-
ing out their threat. I want to explain how
we have come to this juncture and why it
is so important that we stand firm against
measures that would endanger our future.
The congressional Republicans propose to
balance the budget in 7 years, but they would
get there with deep cuts in Medicare, edu-
cation, protection for the environment, and
by raising taxes on working people. Five full
months ago, I proposed an alternative plan
to balance the budget in 10 years while pro-
tecting Medicare and Medicaid, increasing
our investment in education and technology,
protecting the environment, without raising
taxes on working families. Since then, the Re-
publican Congress has dismissed my proposal
at every turn and has not met the deadlines
established by law for setting this year’s
budget.

The new Federal fiscal year started back
on October 1st. Now it’s November 11th,
Veterans Day, and still they haven’t sent me
a budget, even though the Republicans con-
trol both Houses of Congress. This is very
unusual. In my first 2 years, we passed budg-
ets to reduce the deficit in a timely fashion.

Also this year, the Republicans have not
come close to resolving their own internal
differences in their overall budget plan be-
tween measures passed in the House and the
Senate. Back in 1993, we passed our deficit
reduction plan 3 months earlier than this, in
August. That plan has now given us 3 years
of deficit reduction in a row for the first time
since Mr. Truman was President. And the
United States now has the lowest deficit as
a percentage of our income of any industrial
nation in the world except one. Let me say
that again, we now have the lowest deficit
as a percentage of our income of any indus-
trial nation in the world except one.

Now, there have been times in our history
when our budget process has run late before.
I want to acknowledge that. But when that
happens, the differing sides, regardless of
party, usually agree to find a fair and unbi-
ased way to keep the Government going and
to enable the United States to pay its bills,
while the broader debate about budget prior-
ities goes on.

That is what I worked out with Congress
in September. They passed and I signed a
simple, straightforward bill to keep the Gov-
ernment running and to prevent America
from going into default. That was the serious
and responsible thing to do, and I applauded
them for doing it at the time. Last week, I
met with the Republican congressional lead-
ership to try to find a way, again, to keep
our Government open and to keep it from
falling into default. As I told them then, we
should balance the budget. But we cannot
do it under a threat of Government shutdown
and default.

Instead of following the path of reconcili-
ation, however, they have, once again, gone
their own way. This week, they voted on an
unprecedented measure. On Thursday night,
as a part of their bill to keep the Government
going, both Houses voted a 25-percent in-
crease in Medicare premiums for every sin-
gle senior citizen on Medicare. That is an
extraordinary act. No Congress in our history
has ever demanded an increase in Medicare
premiums as a condition of keeping the Gov-
ernment open. That is wrong, and I will not
accept it.

And on this Veterans Day, they have a
strange way of honoring all of those men and
women who have sacrificed for our country.
Eight million of the senior citizens and dis-
abled Americans whose Medicare premiums
would be raised by Congress are veterans,
and they, too, deserve better.

The Republicans in Congress are also de-
manding deep cuts in education and the en-
vironment and a profound weakening of en-
vironmental laws as a condition of keeping
the Government open and our bills paid. And
they have added conditions to the debt limit
legislation that amount to a shortcut to de-
fault on the full faith and credit of the United
States.
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Think of it this way, my fellow Americans:
Imagine the Republican Congress as a bank-
er and the United States as a family that has
to go to the bank for a short-term loan for
a family emergency. The banker says to the
family, ‘‘I’ll give you the loan, but only if
you’ll throw the grandparents and the kids
out of the house first.’’

Well, speaking on behalf of the family, I
say, no thanks. I believe we can find a good-
faith way to keep the Government open and
make good on its obligations. So I’ve asked
my Chief of Staff, Leon Panetta, to meet with
the Republican and the Democratic leaders
of Congress this afternoon. I’ve instructed
him to present them with the straightforward
ideas to keep the Government open, just like
we did in September and just as Congress
has done dozens of times before. But I will
not allow them to impose new, immediate
cuts in Medicare, education, and the environ-
ment as a condition of keeping the Govern-
ment open.

I believe we can resolve these differences
without hurting the American people or our
future. All around us we see evidence that
America is on the move. Our economy is the
envy of the world. The unemployment and
inflation rates together are at a 25-year low,
new businesses and exports of American
products at an all-time high.

As I said, our deficit already is the smallest
of any major economy in the world but one.
Our Government as a percentage of the work
force is the smallest it’s been since 1933.
We’re making a serious assault on our social
problems, like crime. Now, our challenge is
to balance our budget in a way that is consist-
ent with our fundamental values and to do
it without threats and without partisan ran-
cor. We can do that, so let’s get it done.

Thank you for listening.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:06 a.m. from
the Oval Office at the White House.

Remarks at a Veterans Day Wreath-
Laying Ceremony in Arlington,
Virginia
November 11, 1995

Thank you, Secretary Brown, for your in-
troduction and for your remarkable service

on behalf of the veterans of the United
States. General Foley, Commander Liwack,
distinguished leaders of all our veterans orga-
nizations, Secretary Brown, Secretary Perry,
General Shalikashvili, Attorney General
Reno, Senator Simpson; especially to my
friend Congressman Montgomery. I want to
join the remarks that were earlier made and
thank you, sir, for your lifetime of service
to the United States and for your unparal-
leled service to the veterans of the United
States. We will all miss you, and we thank
you.

To our men and women in uniform and
their families here today and most of all, of
course, to all of our veterans and their fami-
lies and the Gold Star mothers and wives,
their survivors who are here today; my fellow
Americans: On this day that marked the end
of World War I, we close the 50-year com-
memoration of the end of World War II. To-
gether on this day we offer a prayer for peace
and a tribute to those who defend it. All
across this land a symphony of 50 bells will
soar. Together on this day we say thank you
to those who stepped forward to safeguard
our security and our ideals. Today, this day,
our grateful Nation is united to honor Ameri-
ca’s veterans.

This year we have paid special homage to
the World War II generation. From the
windswept beaches of Normandy to the crag-
gy rocks of Corregidor, meeting the Ameri-
cans who fought in that struggle has been
one of the great privileges I have had as your
President. Later today we will honor all of
them in dedicating the site of the World War
II memorial, ensuring that we will never,
never forget those who suffered and sac-
rificed so that future generations of Ameri-
cans might be free.

They followed in the footsteps of others
who came before them, from those who bat-
tled for our independence to those who
braved the trenches in ‘‘the war to end all
wars.’’ And clearly they inspired successive
generations of heroes, men and women who
fought in Korea, Vietnam, and the Persian
Gulf; who steadily won the cold war; who
served with such skill and compassion in
Haiti; who saved so many lives in more than
one place in Africa; who halted the Bosnia
Serb attacks against innocent civilians; and
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the men and women who, even as we gather
here, safeguard the frontiers of freedom with
their courage, their commitment, and their
confidence.

Our Nation has obligations to all those who
wear our uniform, ensuring that our military
remains the strongest in the world, leaving
no stone unturned in the search for the full-
est possible accounting for Americans who
never came home, supporting our citizen sol-
diers, the Guard and the Reserves, whom we
call on increasingly to serve overseas, and en-
suring that when our men and women in uni-
form leave the service we do not leave them.
From education to employment, from buying
a home to getting quality medical care, our
veterans deserve and must have their Na-
tion’s unfaltering support. For our peace, our
freedom, our prosperity is surely the legacy
of their service.

Much of this responsibility still falls upon
our Federal Government. We must uphold
the commitment established first by Presi-
dent Franklin Roosevelt to give veterans
preference for Federal jobs, and we are.
Even as we shrink the work force of the Na-
tional Government to its lowest level since
President Kennedy served here, the percent-
age of permanent jobs in the Government
going to our veterans has grown over the last
3 years.

We must rally the resources for veterans
benefits, and we are. Even as we cut Govern-
ment spending—and my fellow Americans,
our annual deficit as a percentage of our in-
come is now lower than that of any other
industrial country in the entire world except
for Norway—even as we do that, I have
sought more than a $1 billion increase in
health funding for the VA so that we can pro-
vide better care for even more veterans.

And even as we enjoy a 15-year high in
homeownership among Americans, we must
not forget that there are too many homeless
Americans, and an extraordinary percentage
of them are veterans. Later today, a group
of distinguished American entertainers will
attempt to make America laugh to raise funds
and increase awareness of the problems of
the homeless. And they do it on this Veterans
Day to remind us that it is a national disgrace
that people who are willing to lay down their
lives for this country do not have a roof over

which they will lay down their heads tonight.
And we must continue to fight that.

We are committed to active communica-
tion with our veterans. We have to do more
to bring the men in on the decisions that
affect their lives. We will continue to pursue
answers and provide relief for Gulf war veter-
ans with unexplained illnesses. Just 3 days
ago, we launched a major study to help ad-
dress the concerns of Persian Gulf veterans
about their health and that of their spouses
and their children. And we are working hard
to meet the special concerns of women veter-
ans, the needs of disabled veterans, and the
precious debt we owe to veterans’ families.

But Government cannot and should not
do this job alone. Supporting our veterans
is not the Government’s job; it’s America’s
job. Over the last 3 years, I have visited our
troops all around the world. I have stood in
the desert of Kuwait with our vigilant war-
riors who stopped Iraqi aggression this time
before it could start. I have met our fliers
in Ramstein, Germany, who delivered sup-
plies and hope to Bosnia in the largest hu-
manitarian airlift of all time. I have visited
the men and women of Operation Uphold
Democracy who ended the terror and turned
on the lights for the freedom-loving people
in Haiti. I have been to Korea, where the
steady presence of our Americans in uniform
has been indispensable to our successful ef-
forts to end the nuclear threat and maintain
the peace there.

Wherever I go, I see firsthand the dedica-
tion, the skill, the ingenuity of our men and
women in uniform. I see the legacy of World
War I, World War II, Korea, Vietnam, the
cold war, Desert Storm, all of our other en-
counters, in these young people who get bet-
ter and better and better at what they do.

Every year, more than 275,000 of these
talented Americans finish their military serv-
ice and return to civilian life. The strength
they bring to our Armed Forces can and in-
deed must fortify our Nation’s civilian econ-
omy and fiber of civic life. So on this Veter-
ans Day, let me urge every employer in
America in the public and the private sector
to tap the invaluable resource of America’s
veterans, to recognize their loyalty and their
commitment—after all, they volunteered,
sometimes for jobs of great danger and risk—
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to recognize their skill, their creativity, their
dedication. There are so many ways in which
we can now say, nobody does it better. Amer-
ica’s veterans are leaders and winners, and
they can help America to compete and win.
But they must be given the opportunity to
serve and to work.

As we reflect on the challenges that these
veterans have met so successfully in the re-
cent and in the distant past, my fellow Ameri-
cans, let us today rededicate ourselves to
meet the new challenges we face today. Be-
cause of the work of our veterans, our Nation
remains the world’s strongest force for peace
and freedom, for democracy and prosperity.
And the world is moving in our direction.

We can be very thankful that on this Veter-
ans Day, for the first time since the dawn
of the nuclear era, there are no Russian mis-
siles pointed at the children of the United
States. We can be thankful for that.

But as the painful events of recent days
have reminded us, the forces of darkness and
division have not been destroyed. Threats
like the proliferation of weapons of mass de-
struction; violence rooted in ethnic, religious,
and racial hatred; organized crime and drug
trafficking; and especially terrorism call upon
us to respond. Just as our veterans faced
down the threats of a previous era, so now
we must confront these challenges of this
time. Just as Congress and the President join
in bipartisan spirit over the last 50 years to
protect our Nation’s security, so we must join
today.

I am proud of the work our military is
doing in the fight to keep illegal drugs out
of America and the fight to break the terrible
drug cartels of the world. I am proud of the
work our law enforcement people have done
here at home and abroad to combat terror-
ism, from bringing terrorists to justice from
all across the world to actually stopping ter-
rorists plots in the United States before they
succeed.

But as we saw in the World Trade Center
and at Oklahoma City and as we saw so re-
cently in the tragic, tragic murder of Israel’s
great leader and military hero, Prime Min-
ister Rabin, there is more to be done. Giving
our officials the tools they need to defeat ter-
rorism is now a part of our national security
mission, just as maintaining a strong national

defense is. This matter must be beyond
party. All of us must rise to the challenge
to meet it.

As we close this commemoration of World
War II, let me thank again General
Kicklighter and all those who helped to make
it possible and let me urge all of us to sum-
mon the spirit that joined that generation
that stood together and cared for one an-
other. The ideas they fought for are now ours
to sustain. The dreams they defended are
now ours to guarantee. In war they crossed
racial and religious, sectional and social divi-
sions to become one force for freedom.

Now, in a world where lives are literally
being torn apart all over the globe by those
very divisions, let us again lead by the power
of example. Let us remember their example.
Let us live our motto, E Pluribus Unum, from
many, one. Let us grow strong together, not
be divided and weakened. Let us find that
common ground for which so many have
fought and died.

On this hillside of honor and respects, let
us once again humbly thank our veterans for
answering the call to duty for what they did
in times of crisis and war and what they did
to preserve the peace. Let us remain ever
grateful for all they have done. And for what
we owe them, let us never be forgetful. We
must and we will meet our obligations and
secure our future if we remember all of that.
My fellow Americans, that is our mission, and
we must fulfill it.

Thank you. God bless you, and God bless
America.

NOTE: The President spoke at 11:44 a.m. at the
Tomb of the Unknowns at Arlington National
Cemetery. In his remarks, he referred to Maj.
Gen. Robert Foley, USA, commanding general,
Military District of Washington; Joseph Liwack,
commander, Polish Legion of American Veterans;
and General C.M. Kicklighter, chairman, 50th An-
niversary of World War II Commemorative Com-
mittee.

Teleconference Remarks With
World War II Veterans
November 11, 1995

The President. Hello. Grace?
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Ms. Ellen Grace Forgey. Yes, this is
Grace Forgey.

The President. Carl Crabtree? Are you
there?

Ms. Forgey. This is Grace Forgey. Hello?
Carl Crabtree. Yes, sir.
The President. Yes, I hear you, Grace.
Ms. Forgey. Oh, Mr. President?
The President. Yes. And is William

Frizzell there?
William Frizzell. Yes.
The President. And John Byrnes?
John Byrnes. Yes, Mr. President. John

Byrnes of New York City.
The President. Well, you’re all on the

line, and you sound like you’re next door.
Ms. Forgey. That’s the wonderful tele-

phone company. There’s one thing that
we’re——

Mr. Frizzell. We’re on the line, and you
can get us.

The President. That’s great. Well, I’m just
calling to wish all of you a happy Veterans
Day and to say to you and veterans like you
in the hospitals all across our country that
we’re thinking about you, we’re pulling for
you, and we’re very excited about these
phones in your room now, thanks to the PT
Phone Home project.

Ms. Forgey. Yes, it’s wonderful.
The President. And I’m here with Frank

Dosio, who came up with the idea, and also
with the leaders of the groups that imple-
mented it, the Communications Workers of
America, the International Brotherhood of
Electrical Workers, Bell Atlantic, and Nynex
Corporation and the Telephone Pioneers of
America. They have done a wonderful job,
and they have saved our Government literally
millions and millions of dollars because of
the volunteer work and the contributions
they have made to make this opportunity
available to all of you.

Ms. Forgey. And I want to say that it’s
made life——

Mr. Frizzell. Well, I put in 4 years—
something.

Ms. Forgey. It’s made life at the veterans
hospital the last word, you know, in contact
with the outside. It’s wonderful. The hospital
is wonderful.

The President. Well, I’m very glad, and
I know you’re grateful to all of these folks

that are here. That’s why I wanted to tell
you they were here.

Ms. Forgey. I certainly am.
Mr. Byrnes. It’s a blessing, Mr. President,

it really is.
Ms. Forgey. Yes. You should be very

proud of your employees.
The President. You know, within an hour

I’m going to leave the White House here and
go dedicate the memorial to the veterans
who fought in World War II 50 years ago.

Ms. Forgey. That’s me.
The President. That will join the similar

tributes to the Korean war and the Vietnam
war veterans that we have on the Mall in
Washington. I know that three of you, I be-
lieve, were in World War II. Grace, you were
a nurse. Isn’t that right?

Ms. Forgey. That’s right, yes.
The President. And I think you have a

son in the—and a grandson in the Army now.
Ms. Forgey. My grandson’s in the Army,

yes.
The President. Where is he?
Ms. Forgey. Fort Riley, Texas. Where is

it?
The President. Kansas.
Ms. Forgey. That’s right. I don’t know one

State from the other. It’s wonderful to talk
to you. How nice of you to do this.

The President. Thank you.
Ms. Forgey. It makes you feel like you

belong to the right country.
The President. Mr. Frizzell? You’re from

Chillicothe, Ohio?
Mr. Frizzell. No, I’m from Columbus,

Ohio.
The President. Oh, you’re at Chillicothe?
Mr. Frizzell. I’m at Chillicothe.
The President. Yes. I visited that commu-

nity once, and I went running around the
city park. It was three degrees.

Mr. Frizzell. Yes.
The President. They thought I needed a

mental examination for doing it, but it was
a great morning. [Laughter]

Mr. Frizzell. I walked over to the nine
building, and ended up in the 31 building,
and I’ll never tell you how in the hell I did
that.

The President. You were at Pearl Harbor,
weren’t you?

Mr. Frizzell. Yes.
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Ms. Forgey. My husband was at Pearl
Harbor.

Mr. Frizzell. Camp Cameron—about a
mile and a half from Pearl Harbor.

The President. Well, good for you.
Mr. Byrnes?
Mr. Byrnes. Yes, sir.
The President. You were in the Navy in

World War II, isn’t that right?
Mr. Byrnes. U.S.S. Alaska, CV–1. The

best battleship the United States Navy ever
had.

The President. Otherwise, you don’t have
strong feelings about it. [Laughter]

Mr. Byrnes. No, I—a little more than
strong, sir.

The President. And you were at Iwo Jima,
weren’t you?

Mr. Byrnes. Iwo Jima, Okinawa, Japan,
all through the Pacific.

The President. Well, we thank you for
what you did.

Mr. Byrnes. Thank you, Mr. President.
The President. Mr. Crabtree?
Mr. Crabtree. Yes, sir.
The President. You were in—I’m told

that you were in the military police.
Mr. Crabtree. Yes, sir.
The President. I wonder if that means you

still have the power to arrest the rest of us
if we don’t behave. [Laughter]

You were on duty in Japan?
Mr. Crabtree. Yes, sir.
The President. After the war, right?
Mr. Crabtree. Yes, sir.
The President. I’m grateful to all of you,

and I hope the VA has taken good care of
you.

Ms. Forgey. It has.
The President. I wish you the best of

health. We’re doing everything we can to try
to preserve the quality of health care in the
veterans’ network, and it’s for people like
you. We know on this Veterans Day that we
owe our freedom to people like you who have
served our country, and I just wanted to say
how grateful I am to you for your service
and how grateful I am to all of these people
who are here with me for providing this PT
Phone Home project. We’re expanding it just
as rapidly as we can, and I look forward to
the day when every veteran like you in every
hospital in this country has access to it.

Ms. Forgey. It’s wonderful. They did a
wonderful job.

The President. I hope you’ll all have a
good day. Grace and Carl and William and
John, you have a wonderful day, and know
that we’re all thinking about you.

Mr. Byrnes. Thank you, Mr. President.
Ms. Forgey. Thank you, Mr. President.
The President. God bless you.
Mr. Frizzell. God bless you, and you have

a wonderful day, too.
The President. We’ll do it.
Ms. Forgey. Take care of yourself.
Mr. Byrnes. Have a good Thanksgiving

and a good Christmas.
The President. Thank you. Bye-bye.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:05 p.m. from the
Oval Office at the White House. In his remarks
he referred to Frank Dosio, coordinator, PT
Phone Home.

Remarks in a Telephone
Conversation With Gaetano Maggio
November 11, 1995

The President. Hello.
Mr. Maggio. Hello, Mr. President.
The President. Mr. Maggio?
Mr. Maggio. Yes, sir.
The President. Happy birthday.
Mr. Maggio. Thank you, sir.
The President. I heard you’re in Tampa

with a big group of family members and
friends.

Mr. Maggio. Right. That’s my home in
Tampa. Been in Tampa—my home since
1903.

The President. That’s great. And this is
your actual birthday, on this Veterans Day,
is that right?

Mr. Maggio. Actual birthday, November
the 11th at 11 o’clock at night.

The President. That’s amazing. And you
were among the first group of people from
Tampa to volunteer for World War I, weren’t
you?

Mr. Maggio. Yes, sir. I sure did.
The President. Well, I really appreciate

you.
Mr. Maggio. Thank you.
The President. I appreciate you and—do

you have all your children there?
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Mr. Maggio. All here.
The President. And a lot of grandchildren

there?
Mr. Maggio. I got grandchildren and a

great-grandchild here. It’s the fifth genera-
tion.

The President. That’s great.
Mr. Maggio. They come from Fort Lau-

derdale just to celebrate my birthday.
The President. I bet you’re proud of that.
Mr. Maggio. I sure am.
The President. You’ve been very fortu-

nate, haven’t you?
Mr. Maggio. I’ve been very fortunate with

my family. Got a beautiful family. And all—
all of the boys that were servicemen—ex-
servicemen—all have been servicemen.

The President. I know you’re proud of
them.

Mr. Maggio. And I’m proud of them. The
whole six of them.

The President. Well, I just wanted to wish
you a happy birthday, and I wanted to tell
you that I’m proud of you, and I’m very
grateful that our country has had someone
like you——

Mr. Maggio. Thank you.
The President. ——living here through-

out the 20th century, seeing all the changes
you’ve seen, and making the sacrifices you’ve
made so that we could stay a free country
and——

Mr. Maggio. I’ve seen plenty.
The President. You have seen a lot,

haven’t you.
Mr. Maggio. Yes, good and bad.
The President. Yes. But we can still bring

immigrants to our shores and give them a
shot at a better life because of people like
you. And I really thank you for it.

Mr. Maggio. Thank you.
The President. And you have a wonderful

day.
Mr. Maggio. Have a beautiful day, too.

Thank you.
The President. Tell your family I said

hello.
Mr. Maggio. Mr. President says hello to

the family.
The Maggio Family. Hello, Mr. Presi-

dent.
The President. [Laughter] They sound

great!

Thank you, sir, and God bless you.
Mr. Maggio. Thank you, sir.
The President. Bye-bye.

NOTE: The President spoke at 1:21 p.m. from the
Oval Office at the White House.

Remarks at the Dedication of the
World War II Memorial Site
November 11, 1995

Thank you, Dr. Encinias, for that introduc-
tion and for your truly remarkable service to
our Nation. General Woerner, Governor
Carey, Chairman Wheeler, Congresswoman
Kaptur, I thank you all for what you have
done to bring us to this day. I want to thank
Mr. Durbin for his idea and for the triumph
of his idea today, and the triumph of the idea
that an American citizen can have a good idea
and take it to the proper authorities and actu-
ally get something done. To all the members
of Congress, and especially to Congressman
Montgomery on his retirement, for all of his
service to our veterans; to Mrs. Boyajian,
thank you for your wonderful remarks today;
General Shalikashvili, Secretary Perry, Sec-
retary Brown, my fellow Americans.

I would like to begin by asking on the occa-
sion of this last observance of the 50th anni-
versary of World War II that all of us express
our appreciation to those who served on the
World War II Commemorative Commission,
and especially to its leader, General
Kicklighter, for a magnificent job. Thank you
all, and thank you, General.

On this Veterans Day we gather in special
memory of World War II, and we dedicate
this site to ensure that we will never forget.
That war claimed 55 million lives, soldiers
and civilians, children, the millions murdered
in the death camps. It engulfed more of the
Earth than any war before it or any war since.
It was, as Governor Carey said, the coming
of age not only for many Americans but for
America, the moment that we understood
that we could save the world for freedom
and only we could save the world for free-
dom, and so we had to do it.

Today, we honor those who did just that,
the fighting men and women who wore our
uniform all around the world, and the mil-
lions of civilians on our Nation’s homefront
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who did the remarkable things embodied by
Mrs. Boyajian. For all they did for our troops
and for all they did without, all the sacrificing
at home to help the cause abroad, we thank
them, too.

My fellow Americans, the World War II
generation emerged from the darkness of
global war to strengthen our economy, to en-
lighten our society, and to lead our world
to greater heights. More than 16 million
women worked in our factories and cared for
our soldiers. After the war, they began to play
a larger role in our economy and, over time,
a remarkable role in our military.

Many thousands of African-Americans
served their country with courage and dis-
tinction as Tuskegee airmen and Triple Nick-
el paratroopers, and Sherman tank drivers
and Navy Seabees. After the war, we began
slowly to act on a truth too long denied, that
if people of different races could serve as
brothers abroad, surely—surely they could
live as neighbors at home.

I cannot let this moment pass without ex-
pressing my gratitude to all those of other
ethnic and racial groups who, themselves,
knew discrimination who also served in
World War II, and the especially brave and
heroic Japanese-Americans who served in
World War II, many of them with their own
relatives in internment camps.

All these people took a fuller and larger
and more meaningful role in American life
after the war, and we were stronger for it.
And instead of turning its back on the world
the way the previous generation did after
World War I, the World War II generation
stood with its allies and reached out to its
former adversaries to cement the partner-
ships and create the institutions that secured
a half-century of unparalleled prosperity in
the West, no return of world war, and victory
in the cold war. We owe that generation a
very great deal. And this monument will tell
us we must never forget that, either.

This memorial whose site we dedicate
today will be a permanent reminder of just
how much we Americans can do when we
work together, instead of fighting among our-
selves. It will honor those who served and
those who made the ultimate sacrifice. It will
pay tribute to the millions of civilians who
supported the war effort in spirit and action.

It will stand as a monument to the values
that joined us in common cause, that are
worth defending and that make our life worth
living. All these things we must never forget.

Here in the company of President Lincoln
and President Jefferson, the White House in
which every President but George Washing-
ton has lived, and the monument to George
Washington just behind you, with the stately
Capitol dome beyond, the World War II Me-
morial will join the ranks of our greatest land-
marks because it was one of the greatest and
most important periods in our history.

We will seal this plaque soon with the
earth of 16 World War II cemeteries, and
so, in our small way, infuse this place with
the spirit and the souls of those who died
for freedom.

I want to thank all of those who have
worked to so hard to raise the funds for this
project, including my good friend, Jess Haye,
from Dallas. I want to thank Secretary Perry
and the Department of Defense for making
an initial contribution. And to all of you in
the future who will give to make sure that
this project is done and done right, I thank
you.

America must never forget the debt we
owe the World War II generation. It is a
small down payment on that debt to build
this monument as magnificently as we can.

From this day forward, this place belongs
to the World War II generation and to their
families. Let us honor their achievements by
upholding always the ideals they defended
and by guarding always the dreams they
fought and died for, for our children and our
children’s children.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:40 p.m. on The
Mall. In his remarks, he referred to Miguel
Encinias, World War II veteran and prisoner of
war; Gen. Fred Woerner, USA (Ret.), chairman,
and Hugh L. Carey, vice chairman, American Bat-
tle Monuments Commission; Peter Wheeler,
chairman, World War II Memorial Advisory
Board; Roger Durbin, World War II veteran and
activist for the memorial; and Helen Boyajian,
Home Front Representative. A portion of these
remarks could not be verified because the tape
was incomplete.
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Statement on the ‘‘Weapons Offenses
and Offenders’’ Report

November 11, 1995

These statistics are a chilling reminder to
all of us—parents, teachers, police officers
and elected leaders—that juvenile violence
remains the number one crime problem in
America.

I am proud of the landmark legislation we
have passed to fight the scourge of youth vio-
lence, such as the juvenile handgun ban and
zero-tolerance for guns in schools. But if we
are to win this fight against crime and vio-
lence, more parents must begin to teach their
children right from wrong.

And to anyone who would undo the steps
I have taken to fight crime and violence in
America’s streets and on her schoolyards, I
say: Look at the facts. Now is not the time
to weaken our laws.

NOTE: This statement was embargoed for release
by the Office of the Press Secretary until 5:01
p.m. on November 12.

Statement on the Balkan Peace
Process

November 12, 1995

Today’s agreement between the Govern-
ment of Croatia and the leaders of the local
Serbian community on the region of Eastern
Slavonia is a major step toward the achieve-
ment of an overall peace settlement in the
Balkans. This agreement provides for the
peaceful reintegration of the region under
Croatian sovereignty, following a period of
transitional administration by the United Na-
tions.

I congratulate the parties for the wisdom
they have shown in entering into this agree-
ment and avoiding renewed conflict. I also
congratulate Secretary of State Warren
Christopher, who played a direct role in as-
sisting the parties to arrive at this agreement,
along with Ambassador Richard Holbrooke
and the U.S. and UN mediators, Ambassador
Peter Galbraith and Thorvald Stoltenberg.

Remarks on Returning Without
Approval Temporary Public Debt
Limit Increase Legislation and an
Exchange With Reporters
November 13, 1995

The President. Good morning. Today I
am vetoing H.R. 2586, which the congres-
sional leadership sent to me last night. It
would allow the United States to pay its debts
for another month but only at a price too
high for the American people to pay. Here
are the reasons why.

First, the bill actually increases the likeli-
hood of a default on America’s obligations
for the first time in our history by taking away
from the Secretary of the Treasury the tools
he now has to avoid default under extraor-
dinary circumstances.

Second, the bill obligates the Govern-
ment—Congress and the President—to pass
the Republican congressional budget plan
with its huge cuts in Medicare and Medicaid,
education and technology, the environment,
and its tax increases on working families.

Third, the bill implements the Republican
congressional proposal to reverse a 30-year
bipartisan commitment to environmental
protection and public health. It would in-
crease pollution and decrease the purity and
safety of our air, water, and food.

This legislation is part of an overall back-
door effort by the congressional Republicans
to impose their priorities on our Nation.
Here is what is really going on.

Last spring, Speaker Gingrich said he and
his new Republican congressional majority
would force me, the congressional Demo-
crats, and the American people to accept
their budget and their contract by bringing
about a crisis in the fall, by shutting down
the Government and pushing America into
default, unless I accepted their extreme pro-
posals. In this way, the congressional Repub-
licans sought to get around the United States
Constitution which gives the President the
power to veto measures not in the public in-
terest.

They are now implementing the strategy
Speaker Gingrich told us about last spring.
And because I refuse to go along with it, they
say I am refusing with them to solve these
short-term problems.
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When the time came for the Republicans
to announce their balanced budget plan, I
said I supported a balanced budget. I said
I agreed with balancing the budget, but I
did not agree with the way they proposed
to do it. So I offered an alternative plan, and
I offered then to work with them. I offered
it repeatedly, beginning 5 months ago. They
dismissed my offer and said at every turn that
I would simply have to accept their budget
conditions. That is what this legislation says
again today.

When the time came for them to pass their
own budget, however, they did not do their
work. It is now 6 full weeks into the new
budget year, and they have passed only 3 of
the required 13 budget bills. Furthermore,
they have not yet resolved the differences
between the Republican House and Senate
versions of the balanced budget. Instead,
they propose to attach elements of a budget
plan and their contract to essential bills to
raise the debt ceiling so that America can
meet its obligations and to keep the Govern-
ment running until they do finish their budg-
et work and a proper budget is passed. Their
goal is to force me to sign legislation which
I know to be harmful to our Nation and to
its future or to veto the legislation, also with
harmful consequences.

This is a critical moment of decision for
our country. But the issue is not whether we
will balance the budget and not whether I
will work with them to solve this short-term
problem. I do want to balance the budget.
Remember that in 1993 when I took office,
we had a huge deficit that was growing larg-
er. Congress passed my economic plan, and
since then we have reduced our deficit 3
years in a row for the first time in nearly
50 years. Today, only one industrialized na-
tion has a lower deficit than the United
States. We’ve also reduced the size of the
Federal Government dramatically, so that
today, as a percentage of the civilian work
force, our Federal Government is the small-
est it has been since 1933. The American
economy has done well since 1993, since this
budget plan was passed, as everyone knows.

The balanced budget plan that I have pro-
posed would finish the job. It would elimi-
nate the deficit in a way that strengthens our
economy and, most important, reinforces our

most important values: our responsibility to
our parents and to our children; to provide
opportunity to all Americans to make the
most of their own lives through education
and technology; to strengthen our families;
to preserve our environment; to keep Amer-
ica the world’s strongest force for freedom
and democracy, for peace and prosperity.

So that is the issue here. I believe we must
pass a budget that is consistent with our val-
ues and our interests. I have said for months
that I will not sign a budget that violates
these values and undermines our economic
interests.

This bill I veto today is a big downpayment
on that Republican congressional budget. It
is not good for America.

Our country has to choose between two
very different options, two very different vi-
sions and paths to the 21st century. Through-
out our history, our Nation has been able
to reach important decisions on matters like
this about national priorities through proper
channels of deliberation and debate as set
out in our Constitution. This year, the Re-
publican Congress has failed to pass most of
its spending bills, has not yet passed its over-
all budget plan, but instead has sought to im-
pose some of its most objectionable proposals
on the American people by attaching them
to bills to raise the debt limit and to keep
the Government running.

Now, the appropriate step for Congress to
take would be to authorize America to meet
its obligations and to pass temporary legisla-
tion to keep the Government running while
this overall budget battle is taking place. This
has been the course of action taken at other
moments in history when Congress failed to
meet its budget deadlines. That is exactly
what we did just last September when the
Congress did pass and I signed legislation to
keep the Government running.

Our agreement in September was fair. It
was unbiased. It kept the Government going,
able to pay its bills and meet its obligations.
That agreement was an honorable com-
promise. In recent days, Congress has chosen
the path of confrontation. It is not in the na-
tional interest, but it is exactly what they said
they would do last April.

They have attached these controversial
long-range proposals to emergency legisla-
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tion, not only to meet our financial obliga-
tions but just to keep the Government run-
ning. In the bill to keep the Government run-
ning, they voted to raise Medicare premiums
by 25 percent for every single senior citizen
who uses Medicare, $264 a year for the typi-
cal couple, beginning the first of January.
They voted to roll back three decades of envi-
ronmental laws. Now they voted to put the
United States on the path to default.

This is an unacceptable choice. Congress
has said it will pass emergency legislation to
keep the Government going and paying its
bills only if we increase Medicare, cut edu-
cation, cut the environment, take other unac-
ceptable steps.

I know the American people want us to
balance the budget with common sense and
without bitterness, to drop the extreme pro-
posals and get to work. Congress should take
the sensible step of passing the legislation
necessary to keep the Government going and
to have America meet its financial obliga-
tions. Therefore, today, I am transmitting
legislation to Congress that would enable the
Government to pay its bills without forcing
the acceptance of extreme cuts in Medicare,
education, and the environment. This legisla-
tion would enable us to have a fair debate
on our country’s direction without rancor or
threats. Congress should pass it without
delay. This is not the time or the place for
them to backdoor their budget proposals. It
is not the right thing to do. I cannot, and
I will not accept it.

Government Shutdown

Q. What happens now? Is the Government
going to shut down? Will we default on our
bills?

The President. That’s up to the Congress.
That is entirely up to them. I am certainly
willing to work with the bipartisan leadership
of the Congress to resolve this problem, but
it is important that the American people have
a forthright debate over this budget in the
ordinary constitutional way. That is impor-
tant. It is critically important that the Presi-
dent not permit this budget to be passed in
a backdoor way, because we have to keep
the Government running, because we have
to meet our financial obligations.

This budget is a dramatic, even a radical,
departure from the deliberate, disciplined,
and I might add, highly successful plan that
this administration has pursued over the last
2 years. It is also an dramatic and unaccept-
able departure from the appropriate way of
doing business in this Government. America
does not react well to this kind of pressure.

Seven Year Budget Agreement
Q. Mr. President, Speaker Gingrich yes-

terday appeared to offer what may be an olive
branch when he said that everything was on
the table if you would just agree to sit down
and talk and agree in principle to a balanced
budget in 7 years. Is that possible? Could
you do that? And why not?

The President. I cannot agree in prin-
ciple—we had a discussion in here the other
day, I did with the Speaker and Senator
Dole, I would remind you, about the budget
and other things. We can have any discussion
we want on the budget. But I will not agree
as a matter of principle to any discussion in
which they say, we want to raise Medicare
premiums by 25 percent in a bill designed
to keep the Government running or that we
want to do it in a bill designed to enable
America to meet its financial obligations.

I have asked them to do only one thing.
I have asked them to say forthrightly that
they’re willing to meet with me and the bi-
partisan congressional leadership in an at-
mosphere in which they can pass whatever
bills they want to pass in the budget process,
but they will not attempt to raise Medicare
premiums just as the price of letting the Gov-
ernment run for 2 more weeks or another
month. I don’t think that is right. I don’t
think the American people think that is right.

There is a procedure for passing budgets
and for passing the budget plan. That is a
procedure they have chosen not to follow.
I don’t know how many years, how many dec-
ades it’s been since the Congress got 6 years
into a new budget plan, having voted on only
3 of the 13 budget bills for the year. They
have still not even met and resolved the dif-
ferences between the House and Senate bal-
anced budget plans.

There is a procedure for dealing with this.
Now they have to resolve those differences.
And it is time to get on the timetable. But
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avoiding that, they seek to tack on to meas-
ures necessary to simply go through the ordi-
nary business of the Government their budg-
et, including a dramatic increase in Medicare
premiums. All I have asked them to do is
to say that they will not seek to increase
Medicare premiums on this interim legisla-
tion to keep the Government running and
that we will have this bipartisan meeting of
the congressional leadership. And we will talk
about everything if they do that. That is all
I have asked them to do.

But America has never liked—ordinary
Americans don’t like pressure tactics. And I
would be wrong to permit these kind of pres-
sure tactics to dramatically change the course
of American life. I cannot do it, and I will
not do it.

Riyadh Terrorist Bombing
Q. Mr. President, what do you know about

Riyadh?
The President. At this moment, I know

very little more than you do. I know that
Americans were killed in an explosion. We
have expressed our condolences and deep re-
gret to the families of those who were killed,
and we have already begun the process of
determining what happened and who, if any-
one, was responsible if it was not an accident.
And we will devote an enormous effort to
that.

NOTE: The President spoke at 8:26 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. A tape was not
available for verification of the content of these
remarks.

Message to the House of
Representatives Returning Without
Approval Temporary Public Debt
Limit Increase Legislation
November 13, 1995

To the House of Representatives:
I am returning herewith without my ap-

proval H.R. 2586, a bill that would provide
a temporary increase in the public debt limit
while adding extraneous measures that have
no place on legislation of this kind.

This bill would make it almost inevitable
that the Government would default for the
first time in our history. This is deeply irre-

sponsible. A default has never happened be-
fore, and it should not happen now.

I have repeatedly urged the Congress to
pass promptly legislation raising the debt
limit for a reasonable period of time to pro-
tect the Nation’s creditworthiness and avoid
default. Republicans in the Congress have
acknowledged the need to raise the debt
limit; the budget resolution calls for raising
it to $5.5 trillion, and the House and Senate
voted to raise it to that level in passing their
reconciliation bills.

This bill, however, would threaten the Na-
tion with default after December 12—the
day on which the debt limit increase in the
bill would expire—for two reasons:

First, under this bill, on December 13 the
debt limit would fall to $4.8 trillion, an
amount $100 billion below the current level
of $4.9 trillion. The next day, more than $44
billion in Government securities mature, and
the Federal Government would be unable to
borrow the funds to redeem them. The own-
ers of those securities would not be paid on
time.

Second, the bill would severely limit the
cash management options that the Treasury
may be able to use to avert a default. Specifi-
cally, it would limit the Secretary’s flexibility
to manage the investments of certain Gov-
ernment funds—flexibility that the Congress
first gave to President Reagan. Finally, while
the bill purports to protect benefit recipients,
it would make it very likely that after Decem-
ber 12, the Federal Government would be
unable to make full or timely payments for
a wide variety of Government obligations, in-
cluding interest on the public debt, Medi-
care, Medicaid, military pay, certain veterans’
benefits, and payments to Government con-
tractors.

As I have said clearly and repeatedly, the
Congress should keep the debt limit separate
from the debate over how to balance the
budget. The debt limit has nothing to do with
reducing the deficit; it has to do with meeting
the obligations that the Government has al-
ready incurred.

Nevertheless, Republicans in the Congress
have resorted to extraordinary tactics to try
to force their extreme budget and priorities
into law. In essence, they have said they will
not pass legislation to let the Government
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pay its bills unless I accept their extreme,
misguided priorities.

This is an unacceptable choice, and I must
veto this legislation.

The Administration also strongly opposes
the addition of extraneous provisions on this
bill. Items like habeas corpus and regulatory
reform are matters that should be considered
and debated separately. Extraneous issues of
this kind have no place in this bill.

The Congress should pass a clean bill that
I can sign. With that in mind, I am sending
the Congress a measure to raise the perma-
nent debt limit to $5.5 trillion as the Con-
gress called for in the budget resolution,
without any extraneous provisions.

William J. Clinton

The White House
November 13, 1995.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting Temporary Public
Debt Limit Increase Legislation
November 13, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
In disapproving H.R. 2586, a bill that

would have, among other things, provided for
a temporary increase in the public debt, I
stated my desire to approve promptly a sim-
ple increase in the debt limit. Accordingly,
I am forwarding the enclosed legislation that
would provide for such an increase.

I urge the Congress to act on this legisla-
tion promptly and to return it to me for sign-
ing.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 13, 1995.

Remarks to the Democratic
Leadership Council
November 13, 1995

Thank you very much, Senator Lieberman,
for your work, your example, and your won-
derful introduction. You know, I knew 25
years ago when I worked for that guy that
I’d have a big payoff some day. [Laughter]
Thank you, Al From, for your long and de-

voted work for the DLC, to you and all the
other staff members, to the other leaders of
the DLC who are here, my good friends Sen-
ator Robb and Governor Romer. I see Con-
gressman McCurdy and others in the crowd
who have worked so hard for this organiza-
tion for so many years.

A week ago today I was in Israel, rep-
resenting America at the funeral of Prime
Minister Rabin. As I reflected on the terrible
events that took his life, it was clear to me,
again, how in the world of the global village,
the post-cold-war world, the information
technology age, we are both coming together
and coming apart. Precisely because Prime
Minister Rabin tried to unite his portion of
the world in peace, an assassin took his life.

Last night I went to Ford’s Theatre for
its annual benefit performance. And as I
looked at the balcony where President Lin-
coln lost his life to an assassin, because he
was determined to preserve the Union and
end slavery, I was struck by the fact that the
entire history of our great land has been
dominated by three great ideas: love of lib-
erty, belief in progress, and the struggle to
find common ground.

We have worked throughout this entire life
of our country to make our motto, E Pluribus
Unum, from many, one, more than a slogan;
instead, a driving force of unity and of
strength. We have now to face the fact that
we cannot achieve the first two objectives,
liberty and freedom or progress and prosper-
ity, unless we can achieve the third, common
ground.

We established in our country a Constitu-
tion and a rule of laws, limitations of powers,
separation of powers, authority at the State
and local level. All these things were de-
signed to give us a way to resolve or dif-
ferences in a lawful, reconciling manner so
that we could preserve our liberty and always
make progress. It’s worked pretty well for us
for well over 200 years now.

If you look at the world and the problems
it faces and you look at home and the prob-
lems we face, it is clear that the responsibility
of the United States today is to lead the world
away from division, to show the world that
the center can hold, that a free and diverse
people, through democratic means, can form
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a lasting union. This is the challenge of our
time and our responsibility as Americans.

That is, in a larger sense, why you and I
joined the Democratic Leadership Council.
We knew that to keep America strong, the
old ways of governing would have to be aban-
doned. We wanted a Government committed
to standing up for the values and interests
of ordinary Americans, a Government that
offers more opportunity with less bureauc-
racy, that insists on responsibility from all its
citizens, that strengthens our sense of com-
munity, the idea that we are all in this to-
gether and that everyone counts.

I ran for President in 1992 to restore the
American dream for all our people, to bring
the American people together, and to assure
that America would remain the world’s
strongest force for peace and freedom, de-
mocracy and prosperity, into the 21st cen-
tury. I have pressed that vision with a simple
strategy rooted in economic growth, com-
monsense Government, and mainstream val-
ues. And my fellow Americans, this country
is in better shape than it was 3 years ago.

Of course, we still have formidable chal-
lenges. But America is on the move. We
passed our economic plan, and when we did,
our critics said it would bring on a deep re-
cession. But they were wrong. Today the
economy is growing. The American people
have produced 71⁄2 million new jobs, a 15-
year high in homeownership, an all-time high
in new business formation, and the lowest
combined rates of inflation and unemploy-
ment in 25 years. It is a good thing for the
country.

A child born today has a better chance of
going to college and getting a good job. It’s
a little easier for people to be good parents
and good workers. The infant mortality rate
is at an all-time low. Every day there are
more opportunities for more Americans to
tap into the technological marvels of the in-
formation economy and to build a prosperous
future.

Commonsense Government is moving for-
ward, thanks in no small measure to the DLC
members who have come to work at the
White House. According to the Office of
Management and Budget this morning, there
are now 200,000 fewer people working for
the United States Government than on the

day I became President. And I might say,
almost no Americans have noticed that for
two very good reasons. One is, as an em-
ployer the United States treated the Federal
employees with dignity and respect, with
genuinely good severance packages and early
retirement packages. And I am proud of that.
We didn’t just throw those people into the
street. The second is that the Federal em-
ployees who stayed behind working for you
are doing more with less, and they deserve
our respect and appreciation. If no one no-
ticed that 200,000 are gone, it’s because
those who are left are doing their jobs better.
And I’m proud of that.

It is not only true that we are now moving
quickly to the smallest Federal Government
we have had since President Kennedy was
here, but listen to this: Today, Federal em-
ployees are a smaller percentage of the civil-
ian work force than at any time since 1933,
before the New Deal. That is an astonishing
statistic. Does it mean that Government still
never does anything it shouldn’t or that
there’s never a regulation that doesn’t make
sense? No, it doesn’t, but it means that the
Democrats have taken the lead in reducing
the deficit and reducing the burden of un-
necessary Government, while keeping a Gov-
ernment strong enough to advance our values
and our interests. That is our mission, and
we are achieving it, and you should be proud
of it.

This country is stronger and safer. For the
first time since the dawn of the nuclear age,
there is not a single nuclear missile pointed
at an American child. And from Northern
Ireland to Haiti, to the Middle East, the
United States is leading the world to peace.

Now, we are working for peace in Bosnia,
to stop the slaughter of innocents, to prevent
the war from spreading, to bring real peace
to Europe. Our military might, through
NATO, stopped the Bosnian-Serb attacks on
the safe areas. Our mediators helped the par-
ties to reach a cease-fire and agree on prin-
ciples of a settlement and now to come to
Dayton, Ohio, to forge a lasting peace. If this
peace is achieved, my fellow Americans, our
responsibility does not end, for NATO must
help to secure it, and as NATO’s leader, the
United States must participate.
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The war of ethnic and religious hatred in
Bosnia strikes at the heart of our ideal. It’s
the sort of thing that led to hatred in the
hearts of people in the Middle East and cost
Prime Minister Rabin his life. It’s the sort
of thing that cost Abraham Lincoln his life.
We have to—we have to, stand against this.

It’s convenient now to forget, but there
was a time when Bosnia, too, found unity
in its diversity, when Sarajevo was one of the
most beautiful and peaceful, multiethnic cit-
ies in all of Europe. It can happen again if
we stand up for our principles and stand up
for our interests, if we are willing to be lead-
ers for peace.

That responsibility extends to the other
threats in the world today that are related
to racial and ethnic and religious divisions,
especially to terrorism. Just this morning, the
terrorist attacks against American citizens in
Saudi Arabia provided a brutal reminder that
our people are not immune, not immune
here at home as we learned at the World
Trade Center and Oklahoma City and not
immune abroad.

Our thoughts and prayers are with the vic-
tims and their loved ones at this time of their
loss. We owe it to them and to all of our
citizens to increase our efforts to deter ter-
rorism, to make sure that those responsible
for this hideous act are brought to justice,
to intensify and pressure the isolation of
countries that support terrorism. And we
must spare no effort to make sure our own
law enforcement officials have what they
need to protect our citizens. That’s why, even
before Oklahoma City, I sent legislation to
Capitol Hill asking for additional resources
to deal with the threat of terrorism. The Sen-
ate passed the bill quickly, but the bill has
stalled for months and months in the House.
I ask again for the House of Representatives
to pass the antiterrorism legislation.

Just as we try to advance our principles
abroad, we know we have, first and more im-
portantly, to stand by them at home. Our Na-
tion is coming together around traditional
values even as we move forward economi-
cally and try to bring more common sense
to our Government. All across America
though they are still too high, the American
people should know that the crime rate is
down, the welfare rolls and food stamp rolls

are down, teen pregnancy has dropped for
2 years in a row, and for the first time in
more than a decade, the poverty rate is down.

We still have a lot to do; you know that
better than anyone. And I encourage the de-
velopment of the new ideas that you are
pushing, how you are going beyond what we
are advocating now in the GI bill of rights
and tax benefits for child rearing and edu-
cation. I encourage this project.

There are still too many people who are
in trouble. There are too many young people
without parents or others to teach them right
from wrong who are turning to drugs and
to violence. There are too many places in
our country that still have both too little op-
portunity and too little responsibility. But we
are coming together.

And I’m proud of what we did in the ad-
ministration with welfare reform efforts to
support 35 States, with the crime bill that
Senator Lieberman mentioned, with a 40
percent increase in child support collections,
and a cut in the student loan default rate
by 50 percent since this administration took
office. I am proud of that.

My fellow Americans, we have to see this
debate about the budget in the context of
the remarks I have just make. This is a very
great country. No one is so well-positioned
for the 21st century as the United States, as
long as we stick to our strategy of economic
growth, commonsense Government, and
mainstream values. There is no country so
well-positioned.

But we now have to make a fundamental
choice. In 1992, most voters believed the
choice was between an active approach to
our problems and a more passive one. Today
in the budget debate you see two very dif-
ferent active approaches to America’s chal-
lenges. We face a choice that will be a test
of our values, a test of our vision, a choice
that goes to the very heart of our identity
as a nation and to the very core of the future
we will chart.

What is the vision of the congressional Re-
publicans as manifest in their budget? Their
budget would render our Government in-
capable of supporting our values and advanc-
ing our common interests. It is bereft of the
simple understanding that we rise or fall to-
gether. They would support policies that
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would make us far more a divided, winner-
take-all society, a community with fewer con-
nections and less common purpose, in which
we say to all Americans without regard to
opportunity or obligation, fend for your-
selves.

Ours is a vastly different vision. We know
Government cannot do everything. We know
there is not a program for every problem.
We know we should not ask Government to
do for people what they ought to be doing
for themselves. We know more must be done
at the State and local level and in partnership
with private citizens. But we know our Gov-
ernment has fundamental responsibilities to
lead, to act, to move forward.

We know that the Government of the 21st
century must be a constant challenge to our
people to seize opportunities and assume re-
sponsibilities. We know that, above all, we
must give people the tools, the skills, the op-
portunities they need to make the most of
their own lives, not through a one-size-fits-
all, old-style bureaucracy but by liberating
the creative energies of millions and millions
of Americans in their homes, their busi-
nesses, their schools, and their communities.
This must be the vision that animates our
Nation. We don’t want a winner-take-all soci-
ety. We want a society in which all have a
chance to win together.

I think it is very important that you under-
stand that this great debate in Washington
is not, is not, about balancing the budget.
It is about balancing our values as a people.
The American people want and deserve a
balanced budget. Since I took the oath of
office, we have cut the Federal deficit in half.
And listen to this: When I became President,
we had the highest deficit we’ve had ever.
And the prospect was for it getting larger.
Today, today, the United States of America
has the smallest deficit of any industrialized
country in the world except Norway. Every
other country has a deficit that is a larger
percentage of its income than we do. You
should be proud of that, my fellow Demo-
crats, and I am, too.

Five months ago, I proposed a balanced
budget that eliminates the deficit, cuts hun-
dreds of wasteful and outdated programs, but
preserves Medicare and Medicaid, invests in
education, technology, and research, protects

the environment, and defends and strength-
ens working families. And it maintains the
ability of the United States to lead the world
toward peace and freedom and democracy
and prosperity. My budget reflects those val-
ues and fulfills our interests. The Republican
congressional budget simply does not.

I believe we have a duty to care for our
parents so that they can live their lives in
dignity. That duty includes securing Medi-
care, slowing the rate of growth of inflation,
protecting our senior citizens and giving
them every opportunity to maximize the op-
tions that are out there.

But the Republican budget rests on mas-
sive cuts, 3 times bigger than any previous
ones in our history, designed apparently to
let the system wither away. We believe our
children should have the opportunity to
make the most of their own lives. We think
schools should be run by teachers and prin-
cipals, not by bureaucrats in the central office
or in Washington, DC. But the Republican
budget slashes college scholarships and col-
lege loans, funds to cut class size and provide
computers, and rewards schools which agree
to be held accountable for meeting the high-
est standards, in direct contradiction to the
work that Democrats and Republicans have
done to establish national education goals,
high standards, and more accountability, the
things that Governor Romer has led this
country in for 5 or 6 years. The last Congress
was supporting that direction; this budget
would undermine it.

We believe we have a duty to preserve
God’s Earth for future generations. We are
committed to reform so that environmental
protection doesn’t trap business in a tangle
of redtape. And indeed, we are now reducing
by 25 percent the time businesses have to
spend in filling out compliance forms with
the EPA. But we must not—we must not,
abandon our commitment to clean air, clean
water, safe drinking water, safe food. These
things are at the core of the quality of life
we owe to ourselves and, most important, to
our future.

And we believe, as Senator Lieberman
says, that we should not tax working people
into poverty. The working family tax cut is
something the DLC supported for years. But
I want to make it clear that we were building
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on an idea supported by Republicans at least
as much as Democrats.

President Ford signed the earned-income
tax credit into law. President Reagan said it
was the best antipoverty program ever de-
signed because it rewarded work. It was in-
creased under President Bush. The DLC
idea was simple. We would simply double
it so we could say to everybody in America,
‘‘If you are willing to work 40 hours a week
and you have children in the home, you will
not be in poverty. Therefore, there is no in-
centive to be on welfare. Move to work. Your
tax system will not put you in poverty; it will
lift you out of it.’’ That is what we did, and
it was the right thing to do.

Now, the Republican budget would cut
the tax credit by even more than we raised
it, raising taxes on 17 million working fami-
lies, rising to an average of $574 a year for
families with two or more children. If you’ve
got a breadwinner out there trying to feed
two children on $12,000 a year or $13,000
a year, $574 is a lot of money. And it is wrong,
and I will fight it.

I support a balanced budget, but I oppose
the Republican budget plan. I had looked
forward to working with this Congress to
achieve a balanced budget consistent with
our values and consistent with our obligation
to keep this economy growing. This week,
instead of following a path of reconciliation,
they have gone their own way and brought
the Government to the brink of two serious
problems.

They’re following a strategy announced by
the Speaker last April. In an unprecedented
move, they have passed one bill and sent it
to me and apparently are about to send an-
other that say that we will keep the Govern-
ment going and we will raise the debt limit
so America can meet its financial obligations,
if and only if, we can in this interim legisla-
tion increase Medicare premiums on all sen-
ior citizens by 25 percent, have deep cuts
in education and the environment, and re-
peal 30 years of bipartisan Republican and
Democratic commitments to protect the en-
vironment and the public health in ways that
will increase pollution and decrease support
for clean air, clean water, and safe food. This
is irresponsible, and it is wrong.

For example, if Congress forces the Gov-
ernment to default on its obligations and in-
terest costs rise, they will rise for Govern-
ment, thereby undermining the ability of the
Republicans to meet their balanced budget
targets. One-tenth of one percent interest
rate increase adds $42 billion to the deficit
over a 10-year period. But interest rates
would also rise for businesses and for the 10
million American homeowners whose vari-
able mortgage rates are tied to Federal inter-
ests rates and for consumers.

Here we are trying to drive interest rates
down so we can keep the economic recovery
going. That is what we should be doing, not
putting a ball and chain on every American
who is trying to soar in the global economy.

The Republican Congress has said to me
with brutal simplicity, ‘‘You will sign our cuts
in Medicare, education, the environment, or
we will shut the Government down. You will
agree to support our budget and all of its
major elements. You will agree to support
what we have called regulatory reform, re-
pealing 30 years of bipartisan commitment
to a clean environment and a safe food supply
or we will push the Government into de-
fault.’’

Well, America doesn’t respond very well
to those kind of pressure tactics. It’s no way
to find common ground. So this morning, just
before I came here, I vetoed their bill on
the debt ceiling. [Applause] Thank you very
much. I did not relish doing this. My job as
President is to take care of the American peo-
ple. And I have done my best to take good
care of this country. We are safer. We are
more secure. We are more prosperous. We
have a Government that helps more and
costs less in the last 3 years. That is what
I am for America.

But in the end, what we stand for, the val-
ues we embrace and the things we fight for
will shape the future that we will all live with.
I will do everything I can to minimize disrup-
tion in these next several days. There are lim-
its to what we can do until Congress does
its job and allows us to resolve our budget
differences in a forthright manner.

But I was elected President to restore the
American dream for all of our people, to
keep our Nation the strongest in the world
and to bring our people together. I cannot
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and will not, under pressure sign a budget
that will rob the American dream for millions
of Americans, divide our people instead of
uniting them, and undermine our ability to
remain the strongest Nation in the world and
the greatest force for those things we believe
in.

You have to understand what is going on
here. The strategy that was adopted and an-
nounced last April was to precipitate this cri-
sis in the hope of forcing me to accept the
budget and the other priorities in their con-
tract. They have not done the normal work
of budgeting.

Here we are, 6 weeks into the new budget
year, 6 weeks into the new budget year, and
this Congress has only passed 3 of the 13
required budget bills. The Senate and the
House have each passed balanced budget
plans, which I find objectionable but which
are different from one another, and they have
not met, resolved their differences, and sent
it to me.

The Founding Fathers set up a system to
deal with this. The Congress passes bills. The
President signs or vetoes them. Then the
Congress can either override the veto or
work with the President to find a bill that
either the President will sign or they can get
two-thirds of the Congress to support so they
can override the veto. That is the wisdom
of the Founding Fathers. This strategy is
nothing more or less than an attempt to
evade that system.

As long as they insist on plunging ahead
with a budget that violates our values in a
process that is characterized more by pres-
sure than constitutional practice, I will fight
it. I am fighting it today. I will fight it tomor-
row. I will fight it next week and next month.
I will fight it until we get a budget that is
fair to all Americans. [Applause] Thank you.

And let me say to you that I am honored
to have been given the opportunity to wage
this contest, to stand up for the values and
the interests of ordinary Americans. And I
ask you to think about this, as I close, in two
ways. This struggle is about things that the
Founding Fathers knew we would always
have to face, so it is as old as our history.
It is also about our challenge as Americans
and as leaders in the world moving to the
21st century.

Our Founding Fathers had this dream that
people of different religious backgrounds and
beliefs could build a strong nation together.
They knew it was flawed. Thomas Jefferson
knew it was flawed on slavery. But they set
up a system where we could just keep work-
ing on it, year-in and year-out, decade-in a
decade-out, as we work through the prob-
lems and became better and fashioned a life
that was a purer and purer and purer exam-
ple of the values which they enshrined.

We are now called upon to be faithful to
the vision of our Founders: the vision that
Andrew Jackson had that true and lasting
prosperity rests on equal opportunity for all
and special privileges for none; the wisdom
of Abraham Lincoln that a house divided
against itself cannot stand; the wisdom of
Theodore Roosevelt that the heritage of
America is in no small measure the heritage
of the natural resources and bounty that God
gifted us with here in our own land.

This is also the challenge of the modern
times. The forces of integration which offer
so much hope are pitted against the forces
of disintegration: the people who killed
Americans in Iraq; the fanatic who killed that
brave and good Prime Minister in Israel, our
partner for peace; the people who every-
where would sow discord over harmony.

At the end of this month, I hope I will
be going to Great Britain and to Ireland to
do what I can to continue to further the
peace process there. How many people have
died in Ireland in the 20th century because
of hatred and division—religious hatred and
division? In his great poem, ‘‘The Second
Coming,’’ about the Irish civil war, William
Butler Yeats said this: ‘‘Things fall apart. The
center cannot hold. Mere anarchy is loosed
upon the world. The blood-dimmed tide is
loosed, and everywhere the ceremony of in-
nocence is drowned. The best lack all convic-
tion, while the worst are full of passionate
intensity.’’

My fellow Americans, we have worked too
hard for too long to bring our country to this
point. If we have our convictions and we
stand for them firmly, reasonably, respon-
sibly, if we hold out our hands in cooperation
but always stand up for what we know is
right, this country’s future will be even
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brighter than its brilliant past. It is our re-
sponsibility to make that happen.

Thank you, and God bless you all.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:50 a.m. at the
Washington Convention Center. In his remarks,
he referred to Senator Joseph Lieberman, chair-
man, and Al From, president, Democratic Lead-
ership Council.

Teleconference Remarks to the New
England Regional Health Care
Conference
November 13, 1995

The President. I want to thank you for
joining me on the conference call to talk
about the proposed Medicare and Medicaid
cuts in the congressional budget. And I want
to apologize for not coming to Lawrence Me-
morial today, but I know you understand why
I couldn’t come.

Let me just begin by emphasizing again,
the answer is not—excuse me, the question
here in Washington we’re debating is not
whether we will balance the budget but how.
I’ve been working for 3 years to eliminate
this deficit, and we’ve gone from having one
of the largest deficits in the world to the point
now where our budget deficit today is the
smallest of any industrialized nation in the
world as a percentage of our income, except
for Norway. Every other country has a higher
deficit.

So I want to finish the job. But it seems
to me clear that if you look at how the Amer-
ican economy is doing and if you look at how
we’re beginning to come to grips with some
of our most serious social problems, under
the system we’re now operating under, it
would be a great mistake to have a dramatic
departure that would eliminate the deficit by
undermining our values and our interests, in-
cluding our obligations to our parents and
our children in the area of health care.

So I want to balance the budget. I want
to strengthen the Medicare Trust Fund. But
I don’t want to destroy Medicare or Medic-
aid. And that’s what I want to emphasize
today. I believe that the proposed congres-
sional budget, with $440 billion in reductions
in Medicare and Medicaid over the next 7
years, would have quite harmful con-

sequences. Eight million Americans could
lose their Medicaid coverage. People on
Medicare will be forced to pay more, wheth-
er they can afford it or not. And the people
who choose to stay in the Medicare program
may have a program that doesn’t meet their
fundamental needs.

And of course, I’m very worried about
what’s going to happen to hospitals and nurs-
ing homes, teaching hospitals, children’s hos-
pitals. These are the concerns that I have.
And what I wanted to do today in person
with you we’ll now have to do over the tele-
phone, but I want to just give all of you the
chance to just specifically talk about, from
your personal experience, what do you think
is likely to happen here. And we’ll start with
our host, Charles Johnson. And let me again
apologize for not being there with you. But
I appreciate you taking this call, and I’d like
for you to go first and comment.

Charles Johnson. Well, thank you very
much, Mr. President. I appreciate that, and
needless to say, we were very disappointed
that you weren’t coming, but we certainly un-
derstand.

The President. Give me a raincheck.

[At this point, Mr. Johnson, president, Law-
rence Memorial Hospital of Medford,
thanked the President for his leadership on
health care issues and explained how pro-
posed Medicare and Medicaid cuts would af-
fect the hospital and its patients.]

The President. Well, thank you, sir. I just
wanted to emphasize a couple of things, since
you said what you did, that the medical com-
munity, the health care community in Amer-
ica has recognized that we can’t go on for
another 10 years with the costs of Medicare
and Medicaid going up as much as they have
in the previous 10 years.

On the other hand, as you know better
than anyone, there are changes now occur-
ring every day which are bringing the infla-
tion rate down. Last year, for the first time
in a decade, private insurance premiums
went up less than the rate of inflation. And
if together we can continue to manage these
changes in a responsible way, then the infla-
tion in health care costs will come down, but
they will come down as people in the health
care sector of our economy learn to cope and
to find other options for dealing with these
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problems so that we won’t say, ‘‘Well, we’re
going to cut an arbitrary amount of money,
and we don’t care about the consequences.’’

That’s what our plan is focused on. It’s fo-
cused on giving people more choices, more
options, including giving hospitals and doc-
tors the options to do some more participa-
tion in managed care options. But I also think
we have to leave these seniors with a good,
vital, vibrant Medicare program that operates
in the way the present one does. After all,
it has lower administrative costs than any pri-
vate insurance plan, and the inflation per
Medicare recipient has not gone up more
than the general rate of inflation in health
care.

So I think we need to give you the chance
to keep dealing with and implementing the
changes that we’ve got. We need to give you
some more options. But I think you’ve made
it clear that, just to pick an arbitrary number
like this without any knowledge that it can
be reached is a hazardous undertaking.

Mr. Hall?
Philo Hall. Yes, Mr. President.
The President. Perhaps you’d like to com-

ment. I know that you live in a State like
my home State that has an awful lot of people
in small towns and rural areas. And I can
tell you from 15 years of experience, I know
what a hard time real hospitals had just stay-
ing open in the eighties and meeting all of
the needs of their people, and I know what
kinds of changes you must have already un-
dertaken. But perhaps you could talk a little
about the impact of Medicare and Medicaid
on your hospital.

[Mr. Hall, president, Central Vermont Medi-
cal Center, Berlin, VT, explained that Medi-
care and Medicaid pay about 75 percent of
the hospital’s costs and the proposed cuts
would force the hospital to make drastic
changes, including increased cost-shifting, to
avoid closing.]

The President. Thank you very much.
You’ve made a very important point that I
want to emphasize because I think it’s been
lost in this debate a little bit over the under-
standable concentration of what’s in the Fed-
eral budget, and that is that if we move too
far too fast and we put a lot of these hospitals
at risk, one of two things is going to happen.

Since there are plainly limits to how much
more money can be taken out of the Medi-
care and Medicaid population, either the
hospitals won’t have the money they need
to stay open and they’ll close, which will
cause a lot of disruption and a cost to our
society far greater than any benefit to these
cuts, or you will have to cost-shift onto peo-
ple with private insurance, which will aggra-
vate a problem that already exists where a
lot of private employers and their employees
are paying more than they should today.

And if that happens, in the end that’s a
defeating strategy, too, because as I’m sure
you know, we have a million Americans a
year in working families who are losing their
health insurance because their employers
can’t afford to maintain it. Now that we have
inflation coming down in private health in-
surance premiums and we’ve got—we’re try-
ing to steer more and more of the smaller
employees into big buying pools so they can
buy competitive insurance at competitive
rates, it would be a terrible mistake to do
something that we know will accelerate the
number of Americans losing their health in-
surance.

This is the only advanced country in the
world where more people are losing their
health insurance every year and there are a
smaller percentage of people who are non-
seniors—that is, who don’t have Medicare—
smaller percentage of people with health in-
surance today than there were 10 years ago.
And I really appreciate your saying that be-
cause that’s an important thing that we’ve lost
too much. This is not just something that will
affect the senior population or the poor. It
will affect the middle class who have health
insurance for the very reason you said. And
I appreciate that.

I’d like to go on now to Barbara Corey,
who is a senior activist with the Quabbin
Community Coalition in Petersham, Massa-
chusetts. And Barbara, you’re on the
line——

Barbara Corey. Yes, I am, Mr. President.
The President. ——and I wish you would

talk to us about what you think the impact
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of these cuts will be on the people you rep-
resent.

[Ms. Corey stated that most Medicare and
Medicaid recipients are hard-working people
who need a helping hand but that tax breaks
for the wealthy and cuts in these services
would have a detrimental effect on hospitals
and patients.]

The President. Thank you very much. I’d
like to just sort of emphasize one of the
things you said there, and that is that I don’t
think many Americans yet, unless they have
parents who relied on Medicare and Medic-
aid, have really grasped the fact that there
are an enormous percentage of these seniors
out here who have a decent life——

Ms. Corey. That’s right.
The President. ——on a low income, only

because of Social Security and Medicare——
Ms. Corey. That’s right.
The President. ——and that we have to

make sure that as we lower the rate of in-
crease in Medicare that we’re doing it in a
fair way. And $400 a month is not a lot to
live on, but there are—there are not just a
few, there are millions and millions of seniors
out there living on that.

Ms. Corey. That’s right. That’s right.
Good people. And real people.

The President. And their children.
Ms. Corey. Absolutely. And you’re right

when you talk about the fact that it’s all the
generations. It’s the elderly population’s chil-
dren that are going to be devastated by this
as well. It’s a tough time.

The President. It is a tough time. But the
other thing I’d like to emphasize on this is
that we don’t have to do this. That’s another
thing I’d like to say.

Ms. Corey. That’s right.
The President. We are succeeding in

slowing the rate of medical inflation.
Ms. Corey. Exactly.
The President. Creative people, not the

government but all these creative people out
here working together, in the hospitals, in
the nursing homes, are finding ways to lower
costs. We can do this. But if we go too far
too fast, we’re going to hurt not just the el-
derly, but we’re going to hurt their children
and their children’s children. You think about
all the middle class children of these folks
in the nursing homes, just for example, or

the—[inaudible]—premiums double. All the
money they then have to give to their parents
is money they won’t be able to invest in their
children’s education.

So this is not just an elderly issue. This
is an issue for all Americans, and it’s not just
a poor person’s issue, it’s a middle class issue.

Ms. Corey. Exactly, exactly. And I’m
grateful to you for the concerns that you’re
showing.

The President. Thank you so much.
I’d like to ask Alan Solomont, whom I’ve

known for some years now and who does a
very good job in running a significant number
of nursing homes, to talk a little bit about
the impact of these cuts on his employees
and perhaps on the quality of service that
the patients get.

What do you think is going to happen with
the Medicaid cuts? We’ve heard a lot about
Medicare and not so much about Medicaid,
perhaps because the program’s not as famil-
iar to the American people, so maybe you
could talk a little about that, Alan.

[Mr. Solomont, president, ADS Group, An-
dover, MA, explained that proposed cuts
would adversely affect middle class families
who depend on Medicaid to help them take
care of their elderly parents, as well as caus-
ing the quality of care in nursing homes to
decline and many employees to lose their
jobs.]

The President. Thank you very much.
And I want to thank you and your employees,
through you, for the quality of care you are
providing. You know, I’m old enough to re-
member now—and I’ve been involved in
public life for about 20 years now—I remem-
ber what nursing homes were like when
there was no Medicaid investment and no
standards. And we’ve seen a combination of
appropriate standards and better investment
over the last 20 years and a dramatic increase
in the professionalization of the care in nurs-
ing homes. And that’s something, I think—
I’d just like to ask all of our countrymen and
women who are old enough to remember
this, to remember what it was like before this
sort of thing happened.

And we now have—we’re a fortunate na-
tion. We’re getting older. We’re living longer.
We can look forward to longer lives. But the
fastest growing group of Americans are peo-
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ple over 80. And there is no quick or easy
way to avoid the fact that we need to be pro-
viding adequate, appropriate levels of care.
And as you well know, a lot of people in nurs-
ing homes have done all kinds of things to
be more efficient, forming partnerships with
hospitals, having boarding homes, doing
more—sometimes doing more home health
care. But in the end, there are people who
need to be in the homes, and they need to
be properly cared for.

I also appreciate what you said about the
people you’re hiring. The Republican Con-
gress and I, we both say we want to move
more people from welfare to work. If you
look at the realistic options for moving peo-
ple from welfare to work, among those are
in the caring profession, particularly moving
into nursing homes, or on the other end of
the age spectrum, into child care, into help-
ing our young children.

When I was Governor, I sponsored a
whole program to try to create more child
care training slots and put child care centers
in our training schools so that—our technical
schools—so that welfare mothers could begin
to get jobs there, and then the nursing homes
were hiring them when they got out of the
training program.

These are the kinds of things that we have
to do. So if we expect to have welfare reform,
we have to have jobs for these people when
they get out. And we need these jobs in the
caring professions. And we will need more
of them, not fewer of them, as time goes on.

There again, I would say, that’s why you
don’t want to cut too much too fast before
you know what the consequences will be, be-
cause we do not know—these budget num-
bers were basically plucked out of thin air
once they decided that they were going to
have a 7 year balanced budget with unrealis-
tic economic assumptions and a $250 billion
tax cut. And we—that is not—we ought to
put health first and say, how are we going
to lower the rate of inflation? That’s what
I tried to do in the budget that I presented.

So I thank you for what you said, because
I think it’s important that people focus on
these employees as well as on the fact that,
you know, this budget will not repeal demo-
graphic trends in the United States.

Mr. Solomont. That’s right.

The President. People over 80 continue
to be the fastest growing group of our popu-
lation.

Mr. Solomont. Absolutely.
The President. Mr. McDowell?

[Donald McDowell, president, Maine Medi-
cal Center, Portland, ME, explained that cuts
in Medicare and Medicaid would jeopardize
community access to health care. He then
stated that the health care industry must be
given the freedom to restructure the health
care system and that the State of Maine must
receive financial assistance to attract medical
students who would later practice in the
State.]

The President. Thank you. I’d just like
to make two comments, one hopeful and one
sort of on the lines we’re talking about here.
The hopeful comment is that I do believe
this is one area where we can reach agree-
ment with the Congress. I have long advo-
cated changes in the present law which
would permit doctors and hospitals to have
the flexibility they need to establish their
managed care networks and to provide the
most cost-effective direct way to provide
these kinds of services to patients. So I think
that in the end, we might be able to get some
very good legislation on that, and I am en-
couraged by that. I do think that we’ll have
broad agreement on that.

But again, I go back to the point you made
about doctors staying where they’re trained.
It’s not just that. You know, in my rural State
when I worked for years and years to get
doctors out all across the State and we had
all kinds of regional educational programs
and outreach programs and rural training
programs, we also found that doctors simply
would not stay where they did not have ade-
quate support.

So if there is no hospital, if they don’t have
that clinical support, if they don’t have the
things that make it possible for them to know
they can succeed in family practice, you may
wind up with a serious doctor shortage no
matter where you train them. And so, that’s
another argument for making sure that be-
fore we just kind of jump off a cliff here,
we know exactly what we’re doing and that
we’re going to have the necessary physician
network out there in rural America.
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Mr. McDowell. I think those that say that
we have too many doctors in America need
to visit Aroostook County, Maine.

The President. You’ve got it. No rural
resident of the United States believes that
we have too many family practitioners in this
country and out there serving people, and
I appreciate you saying that.

Mr. MacLeod?

[Leslie MacLeod, president, Huggins Hos-
pital, Wolfeboro, NH, explained that pro-
posed Medicare and Medicaid cuts would
have a great impact on New Hampshire hos-
pitals and the surrounding communities. He
then stated that senior citizens, who have
worked hard to build the nation, should not
bear the major burden of cutting costs.]

The President. Thank you for making that
point. You know, I just have two observations
about what you just said. First of all, I have
been impressed by the extent to which sen-
iors all over the country are willing to do their
part to try to help this country slow the rate
of medical inflation and make sure that we
have money to invest in education and tech-
nology and the future of the country. But
they just don’t want to be asked to jump off
a cliff, to go into a forest with no path to
the other side. And that’s what I think we’re
all concerned about.

When I went to Florida a few weeks ago,
I was so impressed by the willingness of the
seniors there to try to, based on their own
personal experience, to suggest ways that we
might reduce costs. But no one, no serious
student of this subject believes that cuts of
this magnitude can be absorbed without seri-
ous adverse consequences, both to the sen-
iors and the health care system. And I think
that’s—you have articulately said why that’s
not fair.

The other point I want to emphasize—be-
cause there will be people all across America
who will read about this—is that these com-
ments are coming in part from people who
come from the three northeasternmost States
in our country, Maine, Vermont, and New
Hampshire, where Yankee frugality is still
alive and well, where people don’t want a
big Federal Government, where they want
the budget balanced, where they expect us
to stop wasting money. But it’s important that

we recognize that Yankee frugality is some-
thing that is consistent with living by basic
values.

And I want to say again, we’ve reduced
the size of this Federal Government by
200,000 people since I’ve been President.
And as a percentage of the civilian work
force, your Federal Government is now the
smallest it’s been since 1933, as a percentage
of the work force. We are bringing down the
Government. But we’re doing it in a dis-
ciplined way that has—frankly, almost no one
in America has noticed that we’ve downsized
it this much because we’ve done it in a way
that enabled us to maintain services with
higher productivity and to treat the Federal
employees who left our Federal service with
dignity and honor.

That’s the way we ought to approach the
health care issue. We ought to be able to
slow the rate of inflation in ways that people
won’t notice because we will do it at a pace
and in a way that will continue to enhance
the quality of health care and meet the chal-
lenges that we face. And I think that’s what
you’re all telling me. You think you could
do it if people don’t throw an arbitrary num-
ber at you that no serious student of health
care believes can be absorbed.

There’s one serious issue we really haven’t
talked about yet, and I want Dr. Rabkin to
rap up this conversation by dealing with that,
the whole issue of medical education and
how these programs have worked to further
that.

[Mitchell Rabkin, M.D., president, Beth
Israel Hospital, Boston, MA, stated that
many Boston academic medical centers
which have already reduced operating ex-
penses and employment are concerned that
future cuts would affect education, training,
and research.]

The President. Thank you very much. Let
me say that I believe that this is the one as-
pect of this debate that most Americans don’t
know about, that the Medicare and Medicaid
programs over time have been used by the
Congress to funnel some extra money to our
teaching hospitals, our children’s hospitals in
the form of the disproportionate share pay-
ments, among others, to support medical
education and to make sure that the patients
are there for the young doctors to treat. And
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I think that it would be fair to say that not
more than 5 or 10 percent of the people in
the United States would be aware of that;
there’s no reason they should be.

But when Congress decided to support
medical education in this way, it served as
a vital lifeline to keep our medical schools
going and doing well and also meeting an
important community need. And again, just
to cut at this level in this way will really be
a blow to the medical schools.

As you well know, we’ve tightened up on
those payments in the last several years any-
way. We’ve tried to practice certain econo-
mies. But to put what is clearly the world’s
finest system of medical education at risk I
think would be a grave error. And that’s an-
other reason that I don’t want to see cuts
of this magnitude, because every, every
American, even Americans who may never
spend a dollar of the Government’s money
through the Medicare program and certainly
may never be eligible for Medicaid, every
American has a clear interest in having the
best trained doctors in the world. And Medi-
care and Medicaid have contributed to that
and need to be able to continue to contribute
to that in an appropriate way. And I thank
you.

Dr. Rabkin. Well, thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

The President. I thank all of you. I’ve en-
joyed this conversation very much. I wish it
had happened face to face. And I thank you
for your concern and your interest. Just keep
speaking up, keep going forward, and we’ll
keep working here to make sure that we do
the right thing.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:50 p.m. from
the Oval Office at the White House to the con-
ference at Lawrence Memorial Hospital of Med-
ford, MA.

Statement on the Terrorist Attack in
Riyadh, Saudi Arabia
November 13, 1995

This morning’s attack in Riyadh against an
American facility is an outrage. Our condo-
lences and prayers go out to the victims and
their families. We appreciate the speed and
professionalism with which Saudi authorities

have responded to this emergency and will
work closely with them in identifying those
responsible for this cowardly act and bringing
them to justice.

Statement on Signing the Energy and
Water Development Appropriations
Act, 1996
November 13, 1995

Today I have signed into law H.R. 1905,
the ‘‘Energy and Water Development Appro-
priations Act, 1996.’’

I urge the Congress to complete action on
the remaining regular FY 1996 appropria-
tions bills and to send them to me in an ac-
ceptable form. Last year, the Congress had
sent—and I had signed—all 13 appropria-
tions bills by September 30th. Regrettably,
this is only the third bill that I have been
able to sign for this fiscal year.

The Act provides $19.3 billion in budg-
etary resources for programs of the Depart-
ment of Energy, portions of the Departments
of Interior and Defense, the Army Corps of
Engineers, and several smaller agencies.
While the bill does not fully fund my budget
requests in a number of programs, the bill
provides important funding for many major
programs in these agencies.

The bill supports the Administration’s pro-
posal to reinvent the Department of Energy
to improve the way it serves the American
people. The bill provides $6.1 billion for a
critical environmental mission to continue
working cooperatively with States and all
other interested stakeholders to clean up the
Department’s former weapons production
facilities. The bill also fully funds my request
for the Department of Energy’s Stockpile
Stewardship and Management program, as-
suring the safety and reliability of the nuclear
weapons stockpile without nuclear testing. In
addition, the bill provides full funding for one
of my key science initiatives to enhance the
operation and availability of the Department
of Energy’s science facilities, giving more re-
searchers access to these facilities to conduct
more basic and applied research. This is a
modest investment that will leverage a sig-
nificant return from the scientific commu-
nity.
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The enrolled bill provides $4.0 billion for
water resources programs at the Corps of En-
gineers and the Bureau of Reclamation—98
percent of the amount I requested. At the
same time, the Congress added 14
unrequested Corps of Engineers new start
construction projects that will require over
$1.1 billion in total Federal funds to com-
plete, potentially causing delays in ongoing
projects. I look forward to maintaining a dia-
logue with the Congress to formulate a mutu-
ally acceptable reinvention strategy for the
Corps of Engineers.

I am particularly pleased that the Congress
satisfactorily resolved sensitive language
issues that the Administration was concerned
about, including some cases in which lan-
guage contained in earlier versions of the bill
would have overridden environmental laws.

Again, I urge the Congress to meet its re-
sponsibilities by sending me the remaining
regular FY 1996 appropriations bills in ac-
ceptable form.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 13, 1995.

NOTE: H.R. 1905, approved November 13, was
assigned Public Law No. 104–46.

Message to the Congress Returning
Without Approval Continuing
Resolution Legislation
November 13, 1995

To the House of Representatives:
I am returning herewith without my ap-

proval H.J. 115, the Second Continuing Res-
olution for fiscal year 1996.

This legislation would raise Medicare pre-
miums on senior citizens, and deeply cut
education and environmental protection, as
the cost for keeping the government running.
Those are conditions that are not necessary
to meet my goal of balancing the budget.

If I signed my name to this bill now, mil-
lions of elderly couples all across this country
would be forced to sign away $264 more in
Medicare premiums next year, premium
hikes that are not necessary to balance the
budget. If America must close down access
to quality education, a clean environment

and affordable health care for our seniors,
in order to keep the government open, then
that price is too high.

We don’t need these cuts to balance the
budget. And we do not need big cuts in edu-
cation and the environment to balance the
budget. I have proposed a balanced budget
without these cuts.

I will continue to fight for my principles:
a balanced budget that does not undermine
Medicare, education or the environment, and
that does not raise taxes on working families.
I will not take steps that I believe will weaken
our nation, harm our people and limit our
future as the cost of temporarily keeping the
government open.

I continue to be hopeful that we can find
common ground on balancing the budget.
With this veto, it is now up to the Congress
to take the reasonable and responsible
course. They can still avoid a government
shutdown.

Congress still has the opportunity to pass
clean continuing resolution and debt ceiling
bills. These straightforward measures would
allow the United States government to keep
functioning and meet its obligations, without
attempting to force the acceptance of Repub-
lican budget priorities.

Indeed, when Congress did not pass the
13 appropriations bills to fund the govern-
ment for fiscal year 1996 by September 30,
we agreed on a fair continuing resolution that
kept the Government operating and estab-
lished a level playing field while Congress
completed its work.

Now, more than six weeks later, Congress
still has sent me only three bills that I have
been able to sign. Indeed, I am pleased to
be signing the Energy and Water bill today.
This bill is the result of a cooperative effort
between my Administration and the Con-
gress. It shows that when we work together,
we can produce good legislation.

We can have a fair and open debate about
the best way to balance the budget. America
can balance the budget without extreme cuts
in Medicare, Medicaid, education or the en-
vironment—and that is what we must do.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 13, 1995.
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Memorandum on United States
Relations With the Palestine
Liberation Organization
November 13, 1995

Presidential Determination No. 96–5

Memorandum for the Secretary of State
Subject: Suspending Restrictions on U.S.
Relations with the Palestine Liberation
Organization

Pursuant to the authority vested in me by
the Middle East Peace Facilitation Act of
1994, part E of Title V, Foreign Relations
Authorization Act, Fiscal years 1994 and
1995, Public Law 103–236, as amended,
(‘‘the Act’’), I hereby:

(1) certify that it is in the national interest
to suspend application of the following provi-
sions of law until December 31, 1995:

(A) Section 307 of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, as amended (22 U.S.C.
2227), as it applies with respect to the
Palestine Liberation Organization or
entities associated with it;

(B) Section 114 of the Department of
State Authorization Act, Fiscal Years
1984 and 1985 (22 U.S.C. 287e note),
as it applies with respect to the Pal-
estine Liberation Organization or en-
tities associated with it;

(C) Section 1003 of the Foreign Relations
Authorization Act, Fiscal Years 1988
and 1989 (22 U.S.C. 2502); and

(D) Section 37, Bretton Woods Agree-
ment Act (22 U.S.C. 286w), as it ap-
plies to the granting to the Palestine
Liberation Organization of observer
status or other official status at any
meeting sponsored by or associated
with the International Monetary
Fund.

(2) certify that the Palestine Liberation
Organization continues to abide by the Com-
mitments described in Section 583(b)(4) of
the Act.

You are authorized and directed to trans-
mit this determination to Congress and to
publish it in the Federal Register.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
4:20 p.m., November 20, 1995.]

NOTE: This memorandum will be published in the
Federal Register on November 22.

Statement on Action to Prevent
Default on the Public Debt
November 15, 1995

The Republican Congress has failed to
take responsible action to prevent default for
the first time in our history and to ensure
that the Government can meet its obliga-
tions, including paying next month’s Social
Security benefits. To prevent against default
and all of its subsequent harmful con-
sequences, my Secretary of Treasury has
been forced today to take extraordinary but
necessary actions. I won’t allow the Repub-
lican Congress to force us into default or put
Social Security beneficiaries at risk. If the
Republican Congress won’t take action to
prevent default and protect Social Security
recipients, I will.

Proclamation 6850—National Great
American Smokeout Day, 1995
November 15, 1995

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Children are our Nation’s most precious

resource and most sacred obligation. And all
of us—whether parents or guardians, teach-
ers or coaches, ministers or rabbis, friends
or government officials—can play a role in
nurturing young people and working to en-
sure their future health and happiness. Our
children look to us for guidance, and we must
do all we can to provide them with examples
of personal responsibility and good citizen-
ship.

Yet, every day, some 3,000 young Ameri-
cans become regular smokers, falling victim
to negative influences and provocative adver-
tisements and putting themselves at risk of
the diseases caused by nicotine addiction.
Nearly 1,000 of these children will die pre-
maturely, joining the more than 400,000
Americans who lose their lives to tobacco-
related illnesses each year. For a country so
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deeply devoted to the protection of children,
such numbers are a national tragedy.

Recognizing the vital need to reverse these
devastating statistics, my Administration has
proposed measures to limit children’s access
to tobacco products and to reduce tobacco’s
appeal. In seeking to protect our children,
we join the countless caring citizens who are
observing the ‘‘Great American Smokeout,’’
a nationwide effort to raise awareness of nic-
otine addiction and the deadly risks associ-
ated with tobacco use. Working together on
this day and every day throughout the year,
we can create a brighter, healthier future for
young Americans.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim November 16,
1995, as National Great American Smokeout
Day. I call upon all Americans to join to-
gether in an effort to educate our children
about the dangers of tobacco use, and I urge
smokers and non-smokers alike to take this
opportunity to begin healthier lifestyles that
set a positive example for young people.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fifteenth day of November, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-five, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twentieth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:46 a.m., November 20, 1995]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on November 21.

Proclamation 6851—National Farm-
City Week, 1995
November 15, 1995

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
When America was a new country, farms

were many and small. Farmers and their fam-
ilies used most of what they produced, and
the rest was usually sold locally. Even in

1862, when Abraham Lincoln created the
Department of Agriculture, 60 percent of our
labor force gained their livelihood on the
farm.

Today, while less than 2 percent of Amer-
ican workers are actually employed on farms,
thanks to new approaches and advanced
technologies, our farmers feed not only the
people of the United States, but also much
of the world. Agriculture remains our Na-
tion’s number one industry, generating $1
trillion in economic activity every year—over
15 percent of our gross domestic product—
and it is our largest employer, providing 21
million jobs.

This prosperity is due in large part to farm-
city partnerships. From the sowing of crops
to the purchasing of food and fiber in urban
supermarkets, a network of farmers, agri-
business industries, carriers and shippers, sci-
entists, retail distributors, and consumers has
cooperated to ensure that our food supply
is safe, affordable, and nutritious. As we gath-
er with family and friends during this special
week, let us give thanks for the blessings of
our lives, for America’s agricultural richness,
and for the collaboration among rural and
urban communities that makes so much of
this bounty possible.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim November 17
through November 23, 1995, as National
Farm-City Week. I call upon citizens in
urban, suburban, and rural areas throughout
the Nation to acknowledge the achievements
of those who work together to promote
America’s agricultural abundance.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fifteenth day of November, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-five, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twentieth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:47 a.m., November 20, 1995]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on November 21.
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Proclamation 6852—National Family
Week, 1995
November 15, 1995

By the President of the United States
of America

A Proclamation
Blessed with an extraordinary diversity of

people from every culture and nation around
the globe, the United States has always
drawn strength from our citizens’ shared
commitment to the importance of family life.
The family is society’s most basic unit, daily
providing the acceptance, love, and reassur-
ance that enable each of us to flourish and
succeed. It creates the earliest and strongest
bonds between individuals—bonds that we
seek to build upon to improve our Nation
as a whole.

Families are where we first learn impor-
tant lessons about responsibility and where
we absorb the ideals and traditions that de-
fine our unique American character. Yet we
must do more to address the variety of trou-
bles, such as substance abuse, domestic vio-
lence, and teenage pregnancy that have
placed strains on the American family and
threaten the well-being of our young people.
At the same time, our efforts to combat crime
and poverty cannot fully succeed until we re-
build our families and renew our commit-
ment to their progress. A strong network of
community, State, and national partnerships
can also help families to face the challenges
of everyday life.

This week, as young and old gather around
the Thanksgiving table, it is crucial that we
embrace and empower American families,
offering them the opportunities they need to
thrive and grow. Let us each take time to
appreciate the value of our family relation-
ships and rededicate ourselves to building es-
sential ties of kinship among all people.

Now, Therefore, I, William J. Clinton,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim November 19
through November 25, 1995, as National
Family Week. I call upon Federal, State, and
local officials to honor American families
with appropriate ceremonies and programs;

I encourage educators, community organiza-
tions, and religious leaders to celebrate the
moral and spiritual strength to be drawn
from family relationships; and I urge all the
people of the United States to reaffirm their
own familial bonds and to reach out to others
in friendship and goodwill.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this fifteenth day of November, in
the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and
ninety-five, and of the Independence of the
United States of America the two hundred
and twentieth.

William J. Clinton

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:48 a.m., November 20, 1995]

NOTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on November 21.

The President’s News Conference
November 16, 1995

The President. Good afternoon. Today
the Congress is considering a bill I find ob-
jectionable because once again it requires ac-
ceptance of the congressional Republican
budget as a condition of reopening the Gov-
ernment.

Let me repeat: Holding the Government,
the Federal employees and the millions of
Americans who depend upon them hostage
to the congressional Republican budget is
not the way to do this work. And it won’t
work, because I will still veto any bill that
requires crippling cuts in Medicare, weakens
the environment, reduces educational oppor-
tunity, or raises taxes on working families.

I have proposed a plan to balance the
budget without undermining Medicare and
Medicaid, education, the environment, or
working families’ incomes. If I were to sign
their 7-year plan, in effect, I would be ap-
proving these cuts. I won’t do that because
I believe it would be bad for America.

We must balance the budget in a way that
doesn’t weaken our economy or violate our
values, including providing the opportunity
for Americans to make the most of their own
lives, helping families to grow stronger and
to stay together, strengthening our commu-
nities and our country.
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Congress should act responsibly and pass
a straightforward legislation to open the Gov-
ernment and enable it to meet its financial
obligations. They should do it right now.
That’s what Congresses in the past have done
and that’s what this Congress did last Sep-
tember.

The American people should not be held
hostage anymore to the Republican budget
priorities. So today I am sending Congress
straightforward legislation that would reopen
the Government without delay and without
enacting into law the Republican budget.

We have to get to work on this in a serious
way. I will work—I will work—with Congress
in good faith to balance the budget. But I
want to do it in a way that is good for Amer-
ica. It is not the fault of the Federal employ-
ees or the millions of Americans who depend
upon them that Congress did not pass a
budget for this fiscal year by October 1st,
as required by its own laws. And it’s time
for the Republicans in Congress to stop pun-
ishing them for that.

This is a new experience for our country.
Congress has never before shut the Govern-
ment down for an extended period of time.
I’m determined to do what I can to reduce
the damage to our people. I’m especially con-
cerned that every day 28,000 people apply
for Social Security benefits, 10,000 people
seek to enroll in Medicare, 7,500 veterans
make claims for benefits they are owed.

I asked the Social Security Administration
and the Department of Veterans Affairs to
examine their operations and see if there are
necessary services that can lawfully be pro-
vided to the public. As a result of this re-
quest, this coming Monday the Social Secu-
rity Administration and the VA will recall to
work additional staff to process applications
and claims. If the Government shutdown
continues to prevent action to accept applica-
tions for Medicare, Social Security, and vet-
erans benefits made by seniors and veterans,
this backlog would be so great that service
to these citizens would not return to normal
for months to come. Our elderly and veterans
deserve better, and I believe we are per-
mitted to do better under the law.

Finally, let me say again, let us reopen the
budget—the Government. Let’s reopen the

Government, and then get down to the busi-
ness of balancing the budget in the right way.

Air Force One
Q. Mr. President, the Speaker has com-

plained about the treatment that he and the
other Republican leaders received aboard Air
Force One on the flight to and from Israel.
Is there any reason that he was treated as
shabbily as he says he was? And is that reason
for him to put forward a tougher CR than
would have normally been the case?

The President. Let me, first of all, say,
when, on short notice, the Speaker and Sen-
ator Dole, Senator Daschle and Leader Gep-
hardt, two former Presidents, two former
Secretaries of State, and 40 Members of
Congress of both parties—when all of them
agreed to go to Israel to Prime Minister
Rabin’s funeral, I was very grateful. It was
a good thing for Israel, for the Middle East
peace process, and for the United States.
And I was deeply appreciative of that, and
I told them that on the plane flight going
to and from Israel repeatedly.

Now as to your question about whether
that is a reason, I don’t know. But it seems
to be in the atmosphere these days in Wash-
ington that we are connecting things together
that don’t properly belong together. I can tell
you this: If it would get the Government
open, I’d be glad to tell him I’m sorry. But
I was clear in expressing my gratitude to ev-
eryone for going. It was an arduous trip. It
was hard on them. They did it on short no-
tice, and I was very grateful. And I still think
it was a very important thing that they did.

Basis for Budget Estimates
Q. Mr. President, all of the numbers that

you’re arguing about from the OMB and the
CBO in the out-years are just educated
guesswork anyway, aren’t they, and if so,
would you agree to balancing the budget in
7 years if some neutral arbitrator, someone
with stature like the Fed Chairman, were
able to mediate some agreed-on set of num-
bers?

The President. First of all, I’m not going
to make any agreements to do anything that
would require me to agree to reductions in
Medicare, Medicaid, funds to meet national
standards in our schools, or to provide Head
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Start for our children or scholarships and col-
lege loans to people who need them and
make the most of their own lives or to under-
mine the environment. It is clearly not nec-
essary.

I would remind you that when I presented
my 10-year balanced budget plan to Con-
gress, which our own people say can now be
achieved in 9 years, Chairman Greenspan
said it was a perfectly credible budget. And
I would also remind you, as Senator Conrad
pointed out today with his charts, that if you
look at what we did in 1993, we have out-
stripped what the Congressional Budget Of-
fice said we would achieve in our 5-year defi-
cit reduction plan by well over $100 billion.

So the methodology they are using is one
no one accepts. And this is not one of those
split-the-difference things. I split the dif-
ference between all the economic forecasts.
I gave a very moderate and disciplined rec-
ommendation to the Congress based on the
experts. I did not cook the books. Our growth
figure for this budget is what the country has
grown for the last 25 years. I cannot believe
that the Congress seriously believes that if
we balance the budget in the right way our
economy would grow more slowly in the next
7 years than it has in the last 25 years. Why
then would you estimate that? Because that
enables you to cut more. I do believe that
there is a controlling element with an ideo-
logical bias toward cutting education and the
environment and making as many cuts as
possible in Medicaid and Medicare. But I
think that’s wrong.

And so I can tell you, I have proved some-
thing that they have not yet proved. I have
proved that we know how to balance the
budget and grow the economy. It was our
administration and the Democrats in the
Congress that voted for the last deficit reduc-
tion plan that has given us the lowest deficit
of any large economy in the world, the
strongest economy in the world, and a grow-
ing economy. We have proved we know how
to do it. I am not going to engage in any
negotiations now that would possibly com-
promise the principles that I know are good
for America.

Q. Mr. President, Speaker Gingrich has
contended now that 7 years is the most effec-
tive time period to get a balanced budget.

He says he bases that on intuition. What’s
your current time target? You mentioned
several different time targets over the weeks
and months, and what do you base that esti-
mate on?

The President. Well, first of all, if you go
back to all my comments, with the exception
of a comment I made in 1992 on the Larry
King Show which we clarified within, I think,
2 days, what I have said is how long it takes
to balance the budget obviously depends
upon the assumptions you use and the other
elements of the budget, how big will the tax
cut be, for example. But I can tell you that
we believe and we have said that we can im-
plement the plan that I have put forward in
9 years.

What I did—the difference in the way we
put our balanced budget together and the
way they did is quite stark. That is we both
had to have some estimate of how fast they
thought the economy would grow and what
we thought inflation and health programs
would be. But they make it plain that they
started with 7 years and started with their
$245 billion tax cut, and then decided at a
totally arbitrary way how much they had to
take out of Medicare and Medicaid and these
other programs.

That’s not what we did. We said, ‘‘We have
to balance the budget in a reasonable period
of time. Here’s how much we think the econ-
omy will grow. Now, how much can we cut?
How much can we slow the rate of medical
inflation in these programs? What can we
cut? How can we continue to cut these hun-
dreds and hundreds of programs like we’ve
been cutting for 3 years and still have the
investments left we need in educational op-
portunity, in the environment, in technology
and research, and in the health care pro-
grams?’’ That’s how we did it.

So we think we balanced the budget con-
sistent with our values and our economic in-
terests instead of the other way around. And
therefore—and when I entered into these
negotiations that’s the way I’ll discuss it.
There is no magic timeline. You know, if we
had 3 percent growth the budget would be
balanced more quickly than any of us cal-
culate.

So this is a—to go back to the earlier ques-
tion, it’s important that the American people
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understand that this is a multiyear balanced
budget plan. The budget is done on a yearly
basis.This is a balanced budget plan. And the
only thing I want to do is to have a plan that
balances the budget consistent with our val-
ues and our interests. And I don’t think you
can discuss one item in isolation with the oth-
ers. It’s not—you can’t talk about 7 years in
isolation from everything else, or—so we put
together our budget from the ground up in
the right way. That’s the way I’d like for these
negotiations to proceed.

House Democrats
Q. Mr. President, are you concerned that

you lost 48 House Democrats on the vote
last night, they voted with Republicans, put-
ting Republicans within sort of spitting dis-
tance of being able to override your veto?

The President. No. I would have been
concerned if they made enough for a veto
override. But to be fair to those House
Democrats, they did—their budget is much
closer to mine than the Republican budget,
except they don’t permit any kind of tax cut
at all for working families, for education and
child rearing. And as you know, I would like
to provide one.

But if you go back and look at what the
House Democrats did, they have much lower
Medicaid, Medicare, education, and environ-
mental restrictions cuts than the Republican
budget, and they do it by having no tax cut
at all and a reduction in the CPI. So what
they thought was that they ought to say we
can do it within these frameworks, and we
did it before so we want to own up to the
fact that we did it before.

But they have no intention, those House
Democrats, except for maybe just a handful
of them, of supporting the Republican budg-
et. The argument I was making is that their
vote would be misinterpreted as an endorse-
ment of the Republican budget framework,
which it manifestly was not. So I’m satisfied
with the vote and how it came out.

Budget Negotiations
Q. So how do we get out of this mess?

Where do we go from here?
The President. Well, I will keep working

to find a way to open the Government and
permit the budget negotiation to continue.

But the American people just need to know,
the Federal employees need to know that I
believe I would be remiss in agreeing, in ef-
fect, to the Republican budget plan as a con-
dition of reopening the Government.

I have demonstrated I want to balance the
budget. I have demonstrated I am committed
to deficit reduction. We endured a withering
array of criticism from the House Repub-
licans from which they benefited in ’93 and
’94 when they claimed we were going to
bring on a recession. And we proved we
could reduce the deficit and grow the econ-
omy. So I will deal with them in good faith.
But I cannot agree to—on the front end, to
their budget framework when I know what
it really means is big cuts in Medicare, Med-
icaid, educational opportunity, and the envi-
ronment. I can’t do that.

Now, we will keep working with them in
every way we know how, but I’m not going
to be pushed into that position because—
someone has to stand up here for what’s right
for America instead of for this exercise of
political power.

Q. [Inaudible]—there’s no room for any
compromise on your part, that there’s no
flexibility? I mean, usually in negotia-
tions——

The President. No, there’s—I didn’t say
that. I didn’t say that. There are many ele-
ments in this budget which are variable.
What I did say was, and what I will say again,
is that I don’t propose to negotiate away 60
to 70 percent of the budget simply to get
a continuing resolution to reopen the Gov-
ernment. And that’s what all this is about,
an attempt to get the President to negotiate
away a majority of what could be the basis
for compromise.

If I ask you to compromise with me, and
then you say, ‘‘I will compromise with you,
but only if you give me 60 percent of what
I want on the front end.’’ Then we sit down,
and we say, ‘‘Okay, let’s split the difference.’’
That’s a good compromise. You split the dif-
ference between 40 percent. You wind up
with 80 percent. I wind up with 20. That’s
what this resolution is all about. And no one
should be confused by it.

And if we did it, it would be bad for Amer-
ica. I will not do something I know is bad
for our country. That is my responsibility, to
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try to make sure that all the interests of the
country are furthered.

White House Travel Office Verdict
Q. Do you have anything to say, sir, about

the acquittal of Billy Dale?
The President. I do. First of all, I think

it’s clear that there were some problems in
the way the Travel Office was run, but there
were also clearly some serious problems in
the way it was handled by the White House.
And all of you will remember we issued quite
a self-critical report on how it was handled.
And in light of that, I’m very sorry about what
Mr. Dale had to go through, and I wish him
well. And I hope that now he’ll be able to
get on with his life and put this behind him.

Q. Will you offer him a job?

Japan-U.S. Relations
Q. What about relations with Japan in the

aftermath of your forcing yourself to cancel
the visit to the APEC conference and the
state visit to Tokyo?

The President. Well, I want to reschedule
the trip and take it as soon as I can, because
the Japanese-United States relationship is
very important. We’ve had a big increase in
our exports to Japan. We’ve negotiated 15
trade agreements with them, and in each one
of these trade agreement areas we’ve had an
even bigger increase in our exports. We’re
making progress in our economic relation-
ship.

They are going through some tough times.
If they weren’t having some tough times,
some of the things that we went through,
frankly, back in the eighties—with their fi-
nancial system, we’d even be doing better
because they’d be doing better. We’ve had
some issues to deal with in our security rela-
tionship, but it’s still fundamentally strong.
And I have the greatest respect for the nation
and for its people, and I think all of us know
that a strong U.S.-Japan relationship is criti-
cal for the world as we move into the 21st
century.

So I called Prime Minister Murayama; we
had a very good talk. I have already talked
to two of the other APEC leaders, President
Kim of South Korea, and President Soeharto
of Indonesia. I expect at least to talk to the
President of China, perhaps some others be-

fore the meeting. The Vice President is going
to the meeting, and then we’ll have a bilateral
meeting with Prime Minister Murayama. So
we’re determined to keep this relationship
on track.

I assured him that my absence from Japan
has nothing to do with our relationship or
my importance—the importance to which
that I attach to it. So I think we’ll be fine.
But we need to—when you say you’re going
to go visit your neighbor and you have to
cancel the visit, you have to reschedule and
show up. And I intend to do it.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President’s 106th news conference
began at 3 p.m. in the Oval Office at the White
House. In his remarks, he referred to Prime Min-
ister Tomiichi Murayama of Japan; President Kim
Yong-sam of South Korea; and President Jiang
Zemin of China.

Statement on Signing the
Department of Transportation and
Related Agencies Appropriations
Act, 1996
November 16, 1995

Last night I signed into law H.R. 2002,
the ‘‘Department of Transportation and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996.’’

I urge the Congress to complete action on
the remaining regular FY 1996 appropria-
tions bills and to send them to me in accept-
able form. Last year, the Congress had sent
me—and I had signed—all 13 appropriations
bills by September 30. Regrettably, this is
only the fourth bill that I have been able to
sign for this fiscal year. The Congress has
failed to send to me the bills that fund over
88 percent of the discretionary programs of
our Government.

The Act provides $36.9 billion in new
budgetary resources for programs of the De-
partment of Transportation and several
smaller agencies. The bill is consistent with
my request in most key areas.

I am particularly pleased that the Congress
heeded my calls to increase funding for the
Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA’s)
safety programs over what the Congress had
originally proposed. The FAA manages the
world’s largest and safest aviation system.
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Nevertheless, Secretary Pena and FAA Ad-
ministrator Hinson are working to make it
safer, both for today and the future. The bill’s
FAA personnel and procurement reforms,
which the Vice President’s National Perform-
ance Review first proposed, will contribute
greatly to that effort. I encourage the Con-
gress to move quickly on the rest of my com-
prehensive FAA reform package.

The FAA personnel and procurement re-
forms contained in the Act will contribute
greatly to our safety effort. They permit the
FAA to improve its hiring, training, com-
pensation, and relocation practices to better
meet its unique personnel needs. They also
allow for streamlined contracting practices
that will speed up the deployment of new
technologies into the field. Both new systems
will be developed with the participation of
the aviation community, including FAA em-
ployees and their representatives. They will
build upon, not diminish or redefine, FAA’s
current beneficial management-labor rela-
tionship. While we embrace the FAA person-
nel and procurement reforms in the Act, we
will work with the Congress to ensure that
personnel reforms enacted pursuant to any
FAA reform legislation must be designed and
implemented in consultation with FAA
unions, consistent with their continuing role
as the representatives of these key members
of the Federal workforce.

I am also pleased that the Act provides
the fast-track reorganization authority for the
Department of Transportation, as I re-
quested, because it will improve service
while cutting costs to taxpayers. Secretary
Pena and I look forward to working with the
Congress as we reform and streamline the
Department.

The Act provides funding for most of the
Department’s high-priority programs. I com-
mend the Congress for not including new
earmarked highway demonstration projects;
States can better use these funds in deter-
mining their transportation infrastructure
priorities.

I am disappointed that the Congress did
not authorize the restructuring of transpor-
tation infrastructure programs, as I proposed,
but I look forward to maintaining a dialogue
with the Congress about how to best meet
States’ and localities’ needs for flexibility to

address their future, high-priority transpor-
tation needs.

Again, I urge the Congress to meet its re-
sponsibilities by sending me the remaining
regular FY 1996 appropriations bills in ac-
ceptable form.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 16, 1995.

NOTE: H.R. 2002, approved November 15, was
assigned Public Law No. 104–50.

Message to the Congress
Transmitting Legislation To
Compensate Furloughed Federal
Government Employees
November 16, 1995

To the Congress of the United States:
In declaring my intention to disapprove

House Joint Resolution 122, the further con-
tinuing resolution for fiscal year 1996, I stat-
ed my desire to approve promptly a clean
extension of the continuing resolution that
expired on November 13. Accordingly, I am
forwarding the enclosed legislation that
would provide for such an extension. This
legislation also provides that all Federal em-
ployees furloughed during the Government
shutdown through no fault of their own will
be compensated at their ordinary rate for the
period of the furlough.

I urge the Congress to act on this legisla-
tion promptly and to return it to me for sign-
ing.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
November 16, 1995.

NOTE: This message was released by the Office
of the Press Secretary on November 17.

Interview With NHK Television of
Japan
November 17, 1995

President’s Trip to Japan
Q. Thank you very much, Mr. President,

for joining us. The Japanese people are great-
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ly disappointed that you have suddenly can-
celed your visit to Japan. Was it really inevi-
table?

The President. Yes, it was inevitable. And
let me begin by saying that I am greatly dis-
appointed, more disappointed perhaps than
I can even convey to you and through you
to the Japanese people, to cancel this trip.
My first overseas trip as President was to
Japan. One of the first actions I took as Presi-
dent was to try to elevate the Asian Pacific
Economic Council to a leaders meeting so
that we could all work more closely together
throughout Asia. And I have had many, many
meetings and telephone calls with not only
Prime Minister Murayama but his prede-
cessors. When I ran for President, I said the
Japanese-American relationship was of su-
preme importance to the United States. And
so I am very, very disappointed.

But I would ask the Japanese people to
understand what is happening here. We are
having a debate here, which will have great
implications for the United States for dec-
ades to come. And our Government is closed
down for the first time in history for this
length of time. This is unprecedented. So
that if I were to leave the United States now,
the American people, and particularly the
employees of the Federal Government,
would not understand how the President
could leave the country while the Govern-
ment was shut down and when the Congress
might be passing bills to me that I would
either have to veto, disapprove, or to sign.

I will go to Japan as soon as I possibly
can. I look forward to rescheduling this trip.
And I can only ask the Japanese people to
understand that this has nothing to do with
Japan and America’s relationship and every-
thing to do with the pressing emergency that
I must now deal with.

Q. Mr. President, we all know that you
will always come back, even to Japan.

The President. Thank you.
Q. But we would like to know exactly when

you will be able to go there. January or——
The President. Well, I don’t know. We

have begun to look over the calendar. And
I have talked this morning with the Vice
President. I called him on the airplane. He’s
on his way—he’s almost in Japan. And I
talked with Ambassador Kantor this morning,

who is in Japan now, again, reaffirming my
desire to come as quickly as possible.

As I’m sure you know, we’re about to begin
our Thanksgiving and Christmas season here,
a major holiday time—the major holiday time
in the United States. And then next year we
begin the Congress in early January and all
the Presidential primaries. But I will come
as soon as I can. This is very, very important
to me. And I want—I have conveyed my
deep regrets to Prime Minister Murayama,
and I appreciate his understanding.

But I—again, I want to say I hope the Jap-
anese people will understand this is no ex-
pression of disrespect by me either to the
Government or the people of Japan. As a
matter of fact, my wife and I had looked very
much forward to being with the Emperor
and Empress again in the Imperial Palace
because we had such a wonderful time with
them when they visited us and stayed here.
So I’m anxious to have that experience, and
I’m looking forward to it.

Q. Any guesstimates as to when—like
spring?

The President. I can’t say. We’re in the
middle of this difficulty now, and we have
to resolve—see our way through it. And I’m
looking at the calendar. I will set the date
just as soon as I can. I will come as quickly
as I can. But I want to make sure we have
a good visit and we have enough time to do
it right. I think it’s important when I do come
that we have the time to do it right.

Q. But you’re going to get busier and
busier next year.

The President. Not necessarily. There will
be certain down times in our schedule next
year. And it doesn’t matter, I will put some
of my business aside to come to Japan. I
would happily put some of my business aside.
If it hadn’t been for this unprecedented
emergency, I would have put this aside.

Okinawa and the Japan-U.S. Security
Relationship

Q. Well, your cancellation is especially sig-
nificant since the Okinawa incident by the
three Marines and emotions are running
high. And people are starting to question the
most—the linchpin of the U.S. security—
linchpin of the U.S.-Japan relations, which
is the security threat. How would you define

VerDate 27-FEB-98 11:59 Mar 18, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00036 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\TEMP\P46NO4.020 INET03



2035Administration of William J. Clinton, 1995 / Nov. 17

the treaty after the cold war, the importance
of the treaty?

The President. If I might, I’d like to first
say something about the incident at Okinawa.
On behalf of the American people, we want
the Japanese people to know that we share
their outrage and their pain. And I want to
express my personal regret and outrage to
the family, to the young woman, to all the
people of Okinawa. This was—it’s a terrible
thing. And every father in the world of a
young daughter, including the President of
the United States, was struck by the incident.
The United States, obviously, has cooperated
and supported the turning over of the people
who were charged. We have tried to improve
our procedures for cooperating in these
criminal matters, and we will continue to do
that. So I feel very strongly about this.

Now, however, I think that, notwithstand-
ing this terrible incident and the end of the
cold war, we shouldn’t minimize the impor-
tance of continuing this partnership. We’ve
had 50 years of relative security in Asia be-
cause of the partnership that the United
States and Japan have had for security. We
still have an unresolved situation on the Ko-
rean Peninsula. North Korea has more than
a million people under arms. We have an
agreement, thanks to the cooperation of
Japan and the United States, with China and
Russia and others to dismantle North Korea’s
nuclear program. But it isn’t finished yet.
And there are many uncertainties in the fu-
ture.

We also know we’re going to have to deal
with problems of proliferation of weapons of
destruction, of terrorism, of organized crime.
Both Japan and the United States have been
victimized by terrorism recently. So there are
still very compelling reasons for us to main-
tain our security partnership. We are review-
ing that. We want to clarify that in the form
of a declaration.

As you know, we have established a high-
level committee to review the specifics of our
relationship with Japan and particularly the
problems in Okinawa. We want to show the
people of Okinawa that we can continue to
respond to the specific objections. But the
need for a security partnership, I think, is
still very, very strong. And I hope it will re-

main one of the real pillars of our relation-
ship.

Q. I think very few people suspect about
the need of the continued security partner-
ship between Japan and the United States.
But many people think that since the treaty
was written 35 years ago based on the condi-
tions prevailing in the Far Fast then, maybe
this is a time to review the entire system and
check it and modify it if there is a need.

The President. Well, I think—I would say
there are two things that I think we should
do. First of all, we should make clear to the
people of Japan and the United States and
all the people in Asia who are affected by
this what we believe the security, the com-
mon shared security interest and the com-
mon values we share are as we look toward
the 21st century. Then I also believe that this
group of people we have put together to work
with your people on the specifics of the rela-
tionship within Japan and on Okinawa, that
we should finish that and do this over the
next—do that over the next year and look
at whether there are further things we could
do in our operating procedures to accommo-
date the people of Okinawa, look if there is
something we can do in the size and the dis-
tribution of our forces on Okinawa, look at
the size of the land we occupy and how we
occupy it, and then consider whether maybe
even we could transfer some of our forces
elsewhere in Japan.

You know, there are all these things we
need to look at in a very disciplined way. And
I think that we will do that. But I don’t be-
lieve we should, without great discipline and
care, just revise a relationship that has plainly
contributed to economic growth and political
security and stability not only for Japan but
for the rest of Asia as well.

Q. What do you think about the Governor
of Okinawa, Mr. Ota? You used to be the
Governor of Arkansas. I think he is present-
ing a good case that Okinawa people are hav-
ing unfair burden by excessive concentration
of U.S. bases.

The President. Well, I believe that his
concerns have to be carefully considered.
You know, we have—for example, in the last
few years, we’ve tried to change our training
schedules, reducing the firing of live ammu-
nition, for example, trying to be concerned
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about the impact of noise on the people of
Okinawa. I think that we have to consider
his concerns very carefully. And as I said,
I think we have to look at what our options
are. I think the United States should be
open-minded about that. I think that we will
discuss with the Government of Japan what
other options we might have within Japan for
pursing this relationship.

But his job as the Governor of Okinawa,
like my job when I was a Governor, is to
represent the real concerns of the people
there who have a right to want to carry on
their daily lives, to make the most of their
own lives, and to take care of their families.
And we should be careful to listen to them
and see whether or not we can resolve this.
And I believe we can do better.

Q. One more point I want to ask you, Mr.
President, is the so-called free-ride argument
in the United States. The asymmetry where
the United States protects Japan but Japan
cannot fight for the United States constitu-
tionally is the course of nation we chose 50
years ago under the guidance of the United
States. And Japanese are, to be frank, quite
proud of their peace constitution. Is the
United Stated growing—becoming dissatis-
fied with such Japanese course?

The President. I don’t think so, for two
reasons. First of all, the Japanese people have
been willing to bear an appropriate level of
cost for the location of our troops in Japan.
And we cannot complain about that—and
have improved that cost ratio over the last
couple of years. And the United States needs
to recognize that. Secondly, Japan has be-
come increasingly willing to assume other
kinds of global responsibilities. You have
been very forthright and strong in Cambodia.
You have even committed to help in the re-
construction of Bosnia, a long way from
home, and many, many other examples I
could cite. So my view is that this is still a
fair partnership for security matters. And
barring some dramatic change of cir-
cumstances, we should try to modify the part-
nership to meet the demands of this time,
not have a dramatic departure from it.

Q. In that sense, Mr. President, do you
think Japanese peaceful constitution is still
viable for peace?

The President. Well, I believe it is be-
cause I believe that one of the things we
ought to be trying to do is to get the rest
of the world to move toward less armaments.
You know, Japan is working with the United
States, for example, and we hope we’ll be
able to persuade the rest of the world to join
us in a comprehensive test ban treaty, nu-
clear test ban treaty, next year. We hope that
we’ll be able to do more together in the world
to reduce the danger of chemical and biologi-
cal weapons. We worked very hard just a few
months ago, Japan and the United States, to
get almost 180 countries to join the Nuclear
Non-proliferation Treaty. So our objective in
the world should be to reduce the volume,
the danger of arms, to reduce the millions
of land mines that are in the ground in places
that your people in Cambodia have been sub-
ject to, for example, not to try to have a mas-
sive arms buildup everywhere.

Q. Going back to Okinawa, you sym-
pathized with the burden of the Okinawan
people having bases concentrated there.
Would you bring a specific package, a con-
crete proposal, in reducing the bases, the
U.S. bases there?

The President. That depends on what the
alternatives are. And that’s why I think it—
for me, I should leave it to our negotiators.
I have gotten—I have put a high-level team
in place—Mr. Lord, Mr. Nye, and others will
be working on this. And I think that they
need to see what the options are. I do not
know enough to know what the alternative
options are to make a specific proposal. All
I can say is that I have followed very, very
carefully here the specific concerns of the
people of Okinawa. And I know what it’s like
for people to feel that they are being op-
pressed by those over whom they have no
influence. And I don’t want that to be the
feeling of the people of Okinawa. I want this
to be a partnership of which they can be
proud as well. And therefore, we’re going to
work very hard to, in total good faith, to try
to resolve this.

Q. Are you in agreement with Secretary
Perry when he says that the number of
47,000 U.S. troops in Japan as a whole will
not be reduced? Bases in Okinawa could be
withdrawn, but they would have to go some-
where else in Japan—is that your stance?
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The President. Well, my feeling is that
that is the general consensus not only of the
United States but of other nations as well,
that we should—that we would be sending
the wrong signal at this time if we had a sub-
stantial reduction in our overall commitment,
either in Japan or Korea; that this is the time
for stability, for working toward reducing the
possibility of any kind of war, any kind of
exchange of missiles, any kind of military
problem, whatever. And that is what we’re
trying to do. We believe that there’s a con-
sensus among our allies to try to maintain
a sense of stability. And we don’t want to
do anything that could send the wrong signal
there.

Asia-U.S. Security Agreement

Q. Do you have a vision as to the post
security—post-cold-war security vision in
Asia? So far it has mainly been characterized
by bilateral relationship with Japan and the
U.S., South Korea and the United States. Do
you have a vision or a plan that would sta-
bilize that part of the area?

The President. Well, of course, I hope
that we will have more and more cooperation
with other countries which could lead us,
eventually, to regional agreements like the
regional trade relationship we’re attempting
to develop through APEC.

For example, we have had military-to-mili-
tary contacts with China which we are now
resuming. And while we still have some con-
cerns, and we hope the Chinese will issue
a white paper on defense and be very forth-
right about it, the truth is that the Chinese
have put most of their emphasis into growing
their economy, not growing their military. So
we hope that we can see further progress
there. There are many issues to be resolved
there, as you know, and we saw some of them
in the recent flare-up of tensions with Taiwan
and the testing in that area. But my hope
would be that by early in the next century
we would see other countries coming for-
ward to work with Japan and work with South
Korea so that we can broaden the respon-
sibilities that we all share there.

Q. So you can envision maybe a military
exercise together with four or five different
countries?

The President. It could well happen.
That’s what we’ve tried to do in Europe. In
Europe, if I could just draw a parallel, as
long as nation states have existed on the con-
tinent of Europe, there’s always some sort
of political or military division. We are now
trying to work with the Europeans to try to
create a united Europe for the first time in
history through something called the Part-
nership For Peace, among other things. But
the Partnership For Peace is a NATO secu-
rity partnership.

We’ve done military training with Russia.
We just had, in Kansas, a Russian-United
States military training exercise. We have had
military exercises in Poland. We have all
these countries working together to reinforce
each others security, instead of planning to
fight with each other. That’s what I hope will
happen throughout the world.

Japan-U.S. Security Relationship
Q. So I gather you have recognized that

U.S.-Japan security treaty has become more
important?

The President. Yes. I think it would be
a great mistake to think it is less important.
If you look at the economic power of Japan
and the United States, at the fact that we
are both great democracies, at the fact that
our—I believe—I know this is not the pre-
vailing opinion, perhaps, but I believe our
relationship has grown much stronger in the
last few years, just since I’ve been President
because we are now more open about our
differences and more steadfast in holding on
to our strengths and the things we share.
That is the way great democracies have to
behave. And I think until we live in a very
different world than we now live in, we
should maintain our security relationship, as
well as our economic partnership and our po-
litical commitment to democracy and free-
dom. The things go together, and it’s not
time to change that.

Japan-U.S. Trade
Q If I may turn the topic a little bit more

to economics. The small, tragic incident in
Okinawa flared up into such a major diplo-
matic incident. Perhaps it is because for the
past 21⁄2 years while you have been in office,
Japan and United States has been engaged
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in very severe trade negotiations that
maybe—concentration on the economy has
brought adverse feelings among us.

The President. Well, you see, I believe
that—let’s take it back to where we were
when I became President. The United States
had just experienced the slowest job growth
rate we’d had in 4 years, in the last 4 years—
since we had a Great Depression—for 60
years. The feelings of resentment in the
United States were building up over the
enormous trade surplus Japan had in our
dealings. And the feeling was that nothing
ever happens.

So what I did was to launch a broad-based
outreach to Japan to reaffirm the security re-
lationship, to reaffirm our political partner-
ship, to say that ultimately we needed a re-
gional and a global approach to trade. So we
had this world leaders meeting at APEC, and
Japan and the United States helped to re-
solve the GATT world trade agreement so
we’d have a global trading system. And we
had an aggressive approach to our individual
bilateral trade differences.

But look what’s happened. Because of
good faith efforts in Japan and the United
States, we have conducted and completed an
unprecedented 20 trade agreements. The
Japanese trade surplus with the United States
has gone down for 5 months in a row. We
have had a big increase in our exports in the
20 areas where we have agreements, and
overall. And the Japanese, at a time of eco-
nomic difficulty for Japan, have gotten a
wider choice of goods at lower cost. So I be-
lieve we are working toward a much stronger
and more balanced partnership.

Again, I would say, I would hope the peo-
ple—there is no American who ever would
defend or be insensitive to what happened
in Okinawa. We felt the same way about that
the Japanese people did. And again, I would
say that’s why I so much wanted to come
now, to say these things directly to the people
of Japan. But these trade difficulties should
be seen in the context of our long-term part-
nership. And we are working through dif-
ficulties in the way that mature democracies
must. So I see it as a plus, not a negative,
over time. No one likes to read about conflict
or hear about it on the evening news, but
conflict is also a part of life—that mature and

disciplined people resolve their conflicts in
a way that is consistent with their values and
the long-term interests of their people. And
I believe that’s what we’re doing.

Q. I think you are right in saying that there
have been many economic progresses, but
there does seem times the level of inflam-
matory rhetoric has, unfortunately, gone up,
partly because we lost a common enemy,
partly because of our protracted trade imbal-
ance. People are seeing that the ‘‘special rela-
tionship,’’ quote and unquote, does no longer
exist between the two countries. In that case,
we have to lower our mutual expectations.
What are your comments?

The President. I think that’s very wrong,
at least in the United States. It’s my experi-
ence—you know, we have a few politicians
here who still engage in inflammatory rhet-
oric against Japan—but not just Japan. If
they—anybody here who engages in inflam-
matory rhetoric against Japan is probably en-
gaging in inflammatory rhetoric against a lot
of other places, too—

Q. That’s right.
The President. ——always trying to

blame America’s problem on someone else.
What I tried to do was to preserve and
strengthen this special relationship by setting
up a system through Ambassador Kantor,
who is in Japan today, to handle the trade
problems in a very disciplined way in the con-
text of our overall partnership with Japan. It
is a very special relationship.

We are still the world’s two most powerful
economies. We are still committed to democ-
racy. We have this unusual, wonderful secu-
rity partnership that has helped to keep war
of the lives of the people of Asia for the last
50 years. These are major, major important
things. And we cannot abandon our special
relationship until there are others who have
as much commitment to the future of the
world as we do, and who have the same abil-
ity we do to secure peace and prosperity. No
one else can do that in the way America and
Japan have. So to me, the relationship is
more important than ever. And I hope it
would not be abandoned just because the
cold war is over. We still have our affirmative
responsibilities.

Q. Well, we are very must gratified to hear
your comments. But still, some people think
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that the major cause of imbalance is a rather
microscopic savings investment imbalance,
whereas too much political emphasis has
been given to individual trade issues.

The President. My own view is that
they’re both to blame. And if you look at what
I have done since I’ve been President—we
had one of the highest deficits of all the large
economies in the world when I became
President—trade deficits—and a very low
savings rate. We have now taken our deficit
down to the point where, this year at least,
it’s the lowest of all the G–7 countries.

And we’re committed to balancing the
budget. Our debate here is over how to bal-
ance the budget, not whether. We are look-
ing at ways to increase the savings rate. We
are trying to increase our own productivity.
And we know that we will never, ever have
an overall balance of trade in the world until
we have done something about our Govern-
ment deficit, done something about our sav-
ings and investment rate.

But we also know that’s it’s important that,
insofar, as possible, all countries move to-
ward open, transparent trading systems and
treat each other fairly. So to me, both things
must be done. And I have never tried to ask
Japan or any other nation to do anything as
an excuse for not having America do what
we must do as well.

Q. So would you like to concentrate next
phase on structure issues like debt regulation
with Japanese counterparts?

The President. Well, I think as Japan goes
through its deregulation program, prices will
drop in Japan, and the quality of life for aver-
age Japanese families will go way up. It will
also lead to the purchase of more American
products, and that will create more good,
high-wage jobs for Americans. But you ought
to pursue these policies primarily because it’s
good for the Japanese people. Incidentally,
it will help our people. But great nations
must obviously look after the interests of
their own people first.

At this point, your economy is so advanced
and so powerful—you even have Japanese
companies now, if you will, out-sourcing
some of your manufacturing in other Asian
countries that are still developing.

The reason for opening your economy and
deregulating now is not to make me happy,

although it will create a lot more American
jobs and I want you to do it for that reason,
but because it’s also good for the Japanese
people. The Japanese people have worked so
hard for so many years and now, with these
changes, you can bring the benefits of their
hard work to them in the form of a better
quality of life. That’s why I think it should
be done.

Q. Another bad news that came from the
United States to Japan recently was the fact
that one of the Japanese commercial banks,
Daiwa Bank, was ordered to stop their oper-
ations in the United States. Your view on that
decision?

The President. Well, because it’s under
active investigation here, under our system
I can’t really comment on it, except to say
that I regret it very much. But it should not
be taken as a signal that we do not welcome
Japanese investment in our financial institu-
tions or the establishment of Japanese finan-
cial operations here. You have a lot of other
extremely successful operations in Amer-
ica—the Mura Securities I just think of as
one I could mention off the top of my head.

So we have to enforce our laws in the way
we think is—we are required to. And I can’t
comment on that specific case, but please do
not believe we do not want your country to
have the opportunity to send its people here
to compete, because we do.

Japanese Economy
Q. But in general, Japan has been suffer-

ing—the Japanese Bank has been suffering
with huge amounts of bad debt. Are you con-
cerned about the Japanese economy, where
it’s going and what effect it might have in
the global economy?

The President. Obviously, we’re con-
cerned about the financial system problems
that are reported here. But keep in mind,
we went through a terrible situation here 10
years ago, where because of a lot of impru-
dent things that were done in many—10, 15
years ago, we had a collapse of our savings
and loan sector. It cost a lot of money to
fix it, but fundamentally, the American peo-
ple were working hard and becoming more
productive. And we got through it.

And I think that you’ll—I’m not familiar
enough to know the details and what the op-
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tions are, but this is something the Japanese
people will have to address. But don’t forget,
fundamentally, you have this enormously
powerful economy. You have a great tech-
nology base. You have an enormously com-
petitive citizenry. The underlying health and
power of the Japanese economy is great. So
you’ll just have to figure out what has to be
done, and I’m sure the people will do it. And
it won’t permanently weaken the country.

All these problems—I find that whether
we have them or you have them or some
other country has them, people will always
have problems as long as we live on this plan-
et. And the important thing is to address
them quickly and in a disciplined way and
so that the underlying strengths of the people
involved can rise to the top.

Japanese Adjustment
Q. May I tell you on a negative case, Japa-

nese companies have had bad investment
here in the States like yours in Whitewater—
I might be wrong——

The President. If you invest money you
might lose it; that’s the way the market sys-
tem goes. [Laughter.]

Q. And the result is that more Japanese
companies are investing more into Asia.
What would you like to think about that?

The President. Well, I think, partly that’s
quite understandable because in those rap-
idly growing countries which are near to you,
if you put more investment in, it is logical
to assume that they will become better mar-
kets for your products. And a lot of those
countries are close at hand and they have
rapidly growing economies.

In our country, some of the Japanese in-
vestments which were, just like a lot of Amer-
icans, somewhat speculative in nature in cer-
tain areas, when the markets turned down
a lot of money was lost. On the other hand,
I think there will always be a healthy level
of Japanese investment in America because
of the importance of the American market.
And the long-term stable Japanese invest-
ments that are tied to production and to pro-
ductivity are doing very well in this country,
and I expect they will continue to do well.

And I might say, the American people have
benefited from that. We have learned a lot
in our own efforts to improve the productiv-

ity of our people, especially in manufactur-
ing, from the investments of Japanese com-
panies in the United States and from watch-
ing how your companies operate and the re-
lationships between management and labor
and the power given to the workers in the
productive sector to grow the economy. So
I think it will be quite good in the future.

U.S. Economy
Q. Well, let me complement the question

by asking you something more positive. As
you say, the productivity in this country is
going up. The basis of manufacturing indus-
try has become robust. Consumer confidence
is back. But what we are seeing is your phe-
nomenal growth in export performance. Is
the United States transforming itself from
import-oriented country to an export-ori-
ented country?

The President. Oh, I think what we want
is a more balanced economy. That’s what I
work for. And you’re right, it’s working. We
have the stock market at an all-time high in
this country, the creation of small businesses
at a record pace. And we have the lowest
combined rates of unemployment and infla-
tion we’ve had in 25 years, because we’re fol-
lowing a balanced approach: bring down the
deficit, investment in technology and edu-
cation, push for more exports, do it in a bal-
anced way.

Our exports have increased in only 3 years
by something like 35 percent to the world
and even more in Asia. So there, again, I
would say the special relationship is impor-
tant. Over half of America’s exports go to
Asia. Over 3 million American jobs are tied
directly to the health and welfare of the Asian
economies. And again, that makes our part-
nership with Japan, from my point of view,
even more important.

But if I could bring it back at home, that’s
one reason, unfortunately, I have to stay here
now, because what we have done is to follow
a balanced approach: bring the deficit down,
work to balance the budget, but keep invest-
ing in people and technology and keep the
power to promote America’s business inter-
est and the workers’ interest around the
world.

And so, if you look at the fight we’re having
here, I want the Japanese people to know

VerDate 27-FEB-98 11:59 Mar 18, 1998 Jkt 010199 PO 00000 Frm 00042 Fmt 1244 Sfmt 1244 E:\TEMP\P46NO4.020 INET03



2041Administration of William J. Clinton, 1995 / Nov. 17

we’re not fighting about whether we should
balance our budget and be more responsible
so we don’t take so much money out of the
world’s economy. We agree we must balance
our budget . But I think what we have here
is how to balance the budget is a debate be-
tween two different visions of the future for
our own society. I want a society where we
grow in strength together, and I believe the
alternative proposal would have us growing
apart.

I don’t—for example, I don’t think we have
to balance the budget by raising the medical
costs of our poorest senior citizens. I don’t
think we have to balance the budget by de-
priving our younger people of the oppor-
tunity to be in Head Start programs. I thing
it’s a mistake to say we have to balance the
budget by reducing the number of college
scholarships or raising the cost of university
loans or by cutting aid to disabled children
and their families. These are matters really
important to debate here. I know we don’t
have to do that to balance the budget, and
I think that would be bad for our economy.

I believe the strength of the Japanese
economy rests more than anything else in the
disciplined pursuit over a long period of time
of a responsible investment policy, a respon-
sible production policy, a responsible export
policy, and the investment into people—edu-
cation, technology, and having all the people
do well. That’s what we have to do in the
United States. That’s the debate we’re having
here. That’s why, in a way, the people of
Japan are better off if I stay here now, be-
cause a strong Japan needs a strong America
to be a good partner. We have to grow to-
gether.

Asia-Pacific Economic Council
Q. Since you mentioned the importance

of Asia for the United States, I’d like to ask
a question in relation to APEC. You con-
vened a summit meeting 2 years ago in Se-
attle, and this year you’re not present. Per-
haps your leadership and credibility in Asia
might diminish.

The President. It might. And I had to
think of that. But when the President of the
United States takes the oath of office of the
President he must first promise to be—to
deal with the responsibilities that the Con-

stitution of our country imposes. If I were
to leave now, I would be running away from
decisions that I have to make here imposed
on me by the oath that I swore to uphold.

I have already called not only Prime Min-
ister Murayama but President Kim of South
Korea, President Soeharto of Indonesia. I’m
trying to reach President Jiang Zemin now.
I’m going to talk to as many of the APEC
leaders personally as I can to apologize for
not being there and to say the Vice Presi-
dent’s going to be there, because we—this
APEC leaders partnership is very important
to our country and very important to your
country, because what we want is a growing
Asia in the context of a global trade system
and the agreement. And I want to say one
thing before we run out of time. Prime Min-
ister Murayama and his government have
done an excellent job in leading APEC this
year. And the agreement that will be an-
nounced there to deal with comprehensive
trade issues, to do it in a flexible way, to have
regular reviews of how we’re doing and mov-
ing toward an integrated economy, it’s a very,
very important agreement. And it proves that
we need APEC.

And I hope that my one-time absence will
not be interpreted by my colleagues and
friends, the leaders of the other nations, as
a loss of interest, because this is a big APEC
meeting, thanks largely to the leadership of
your government.

The President’s Influence on Japan
Q. Mr. President, we have two great native

Arkansans; one is the President, the other
one is General Douglas MacArthur. Both of
them gave us great influence. What would
you like to do to the Japanese?

The President. I would like to do as Presi-
dent with regard to Japan, I would like to
be known in the future as the President who
created a partnership with Japan that took
the world beyond the cold war into the global
village of the 21st century, that together we
led the world to be a more peaceful and a
more prosperous place where more people
enjoyed freedom and could make the most
of their own lives, and that this is something
we did together. That because of our wealth
and because of our vision and because of our
values, that together we were the driving
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forces in making the global village of the 21st
century the kind of place we would all be
proud for our children to grow up in.

President’s Vision for the 21st Century

Q. The year 2000 will presumably be the
last year in your reelected office. And your
dreams about the 21st century—short of the
United States becoming world’s policeman,
how are you going to bring about the safer
world?

The President. Well, my dream for the
21st century is that people, nations will de-
fine their greatness not in terms of their mili-
tary power but in terms of the quality of life
their people enjoy, their ability to preserve
their—our common natural environment and
our ability to give every person the right to
make the most of his or her own life—that’s
how we’ll define our greatness.

My vision includes the ability of nation
states to open up their systems enough to
have a global trading system but to still be
strong enough to stamp out the organized
forces of destruction, to stamp out those who
would use terrorism and organized crime and
drug trafficking to kill innocent people. That
really is going to be our great challenge, to
take advantage of all these forces that are
pulling the world together—essentially, eco-
nomics and culture—pulling the world to-
gether, and to stamp out these forces that
are threatening to tear us apart—the forces
of racial and religious and ethnic hatred—
what we’re trying to deal with now in Bosnia,
hoping to bring peace there; and the forces
of terrorism, organized crime, and drug traf-
ficking. Those things are the great security
challenges of the 21st century, along with the
proliferation of weapons. Those people that
want to proliferate weapons—we’ve got to do
something about it. We can’t—when Japan
went into Cambodia to try to help make the
peace, there is something like 10 million land
mines there. We have to do something about
that.

But if we can deal with our differences,
our cultural, racial, ethnic, religious dif-
ferences, and deal with the organized crimi-
nal and the terrorists, then I think the 21st
century will be the greatest time in all of
human history.

Q. But, Mr. President, he meant you’ll be
reelected next year.

The President. I hope he’s right. [Laugh-
ter.] I let it pass, but I hope he’s right.

The main thing is that in a time of change
you can’t predict the future. And you can’t
predict what will be popular next month,
much less next year. The important thing is
for us to say, here’s what we believe in; here’s
the future we’re trying to achieve and the
work to achieve it. And the elections will take
care of themselves.

Q. Finally, we are running out of time so
I’d like to ask you if there’s anything else
that you left out to tell the Japanese public.

The President. I just want to say that I
have been coming to Japan for many years,
first as a Governor, then as President. I have
enjoyed and been moved by every trip I have
ever made there. Again, I personally regret
that I cannot come now. But I’m doing the
right thing for our country and for our rela-
tionships with Japan by staying here in this
unprecedented moment. I will come as soon
as I can.

But the important thing is that the Japa-
nese people must know that our partnership
with Japan is secure and must grow stronger.
We owe it to ourselves; we owe it to the rest
of the world. It is the right thing to do, and
I will do everything in my power to see that
we achieve it.

Q. Mr. President, we’d like to thank you
very much for joining us.

The President. Thank you very much.
Glad to see you.

Q. Thank you.
The President. Thank you.

NOTE: The interview began at 12:30 p.m. in the
Roosevelt Room at the White House.

Statement on the Conventional
Forces in Europe Treaty
November 17, 1995

Today marks a milestone in our common
effort to build a transatlantic community
where cooperation, not confrontation, is the
key to security. The parties to the CFE Trea-
ty have achieved a goal that was thought un-
attainable less than a decade ago: They have
destroyed more than 50,000 pieces of mili-
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tary equipment to establish a stable balance
of conventional forces in Europe at levels
dramatically lower than existed only a few
years ago. CFE’s implementation—including
the conduct of thousands of onsite inspec-
tions and the exchange of detailed informa-
tion on military forces, in addition to the de-
struction of thousands of pieces of armor, ar-
tillery, combat aircraft, and attack heli-
copters—is tangible evidence that the era of
cold war confrontation is behind us.

We owe this remarkable achievement to
the determination of the 30 governments
represented in the CFE Joint Consultative
Group. As envisaged when the CFE Treaty
was signed in 1990, this group has been the
key to finding cooperative solutions to count-
less implementation problems, large and
small. You have made the treaty work.

CFE has been a flexible instrument in pro-
moting our common security. This has been
demonstrated by our ability together in the
joint statement approved today to agree on
the broad outline of a solution to the issue
of the flanks, which preserves the integrity
of the treaty and does not diminish the secu-
rity of any state. I urge all parties to this land-
mark treaty to work intensively to complete
the task of resolving this issue as soon as pos-
sible.

There are other implementation concerns
as well, relating to equipment destruction
and other issues. The United States expects
all parties to CFE to meet their treaty obliga-
tions. This must be done if we are to achieve
the full promise of this treaty. Working
through these remaining problems will be a
key task for the Joint Consultative Group in
the days to come. Given the record of the
past, I know that our work will succeed.

Statement on House of
Representatives Action on Budget
Reconciliation Legislation
November 17, 1995

Today, the Republicans in the House of
Representatives voted to enact the biggest
Medicare and Medicaid cuts in history, un-
precedented cuts in education and the envi-
ronment, and steep tax increases on working
families. I will veto this bill. I am determined

to balance the budget, but I will not go along
with a plan that cuts care for disabled chil-
dren, reduces educational opportunity by
cutting college scholarships, denies preschool
to thousands of poor children, slashes en-
forcement of environmental laws, and dou-
bles Medicare premiums for the elderly. We
should balance the budget in a way that re-
flects our values.

Digest of Other
White House Announcements

The following list includes the President’s public
schedule and other items of general interest an-
nounced by the Office of the Press Secretary and
not included elsewhere in this issue.

November 12
In the evening, the President and Hillary

Clinton attended the Ford’s Theatre Gala at
the theater.

November 13
The President announced his intention to

appoint Gila Joy Bronner to the U.S. Holo-
caust Memorial Council.

The President announced the appoint-
ment of Marvin F. (Bud) Moss to the Na-
tional Historical Publications and Records
Commission.

Nominations
Submitted to the Senate

NOTE: No nominations were submitted to the
Senate during the period covered by this issue.

Checklist
of White House Press Releases

The following list contains releases of the Office
of the Press Secretary that are neither printed as
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1 These items were not received in time for in-
clusion in the appropriate issue.

items nor covered by entries in the Digest of
Other White House Announcements.

Released November 10 1

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
condemning the execution of environmental
and human rights activists in Nigeria

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
summarizing the Department of Energy’s re-
port to the Chief of Staff on the Depart-
ment’s media analysis contract

Released November 11

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry and Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Director Alice Rivlin

Released November 12

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
on continuing resolution and debt extension
legislation

Released November 13

Transcript of a press briefing by Press Sec-
retary Mike McCurry

Released November 15

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
on National Security Adviser Anthony Lake’s
meeting with Sein Finn President Gerry
Adams

Statement by Press Secretary Mike McCurry
on the President’s decision to postpone his
planned visit to Japan

Acts Approved
by the President

Approved November 13

H.R. 1905 / Public Law 104–46
Energy and Water Development Appropria-
tions Act, 1996

H.R. 2589 / Public Law 104–47
To extend authorities under the Middle East
Peace Facilitation Act of 1994 until Decem-
ber 31, 1995, and for other purposes

Approved November 15

H.R. 1103 / Public Law 104–48
Perishable Agricultural Commodities Act
Amendments of 1995

H.R. 1715 / Public Law 104–49
Respecting the relationship between work-
ers’ compensation benefits and the benefits
available under the Migrant and Seasonal Ag-
ricultural Worker Protection Act

H.R. 2002 / Public Law 104–50
Department of Transportation and Related
Agencies Appropriations Act, 1996

S. 457 / Public Law 104–51
To amend the Immigration and Nationality
Act to update references in the classification
of children for purposes of United States im-
migration laws
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